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THe BILL sent rrom THE House or Lorps to the 
Commons for consolidating and amending the Joint-stock 
Companies’ Acts will be considered in committee on 
Monday next. Meanwhile the following circular letter 
has been addressed by the Committee of the Mercantile 
Law Amendment Society to the commercial members 
et - House respecting one of the proposed changes in 
the law : 








14, Gresham-street, May 24, 1862. 

Sir,—I am desired by the committee of this society to solicit 
your attention to thé 80th clause in the Companies Bill now 
under the consideration of the House of Commons, which pro- 
vides that all insolvent joint stock companies shall be wound 
up in the Court of Bankruptcy. 

This committee think it probable that if the Court of Bank- 
ruptcy were properly constituted, and enjoyed the respect and 
confidence of the public, that it might be the most fitting tri- 
bunal to deal with the estates of insolvent joint stock com- 
panies, but, unfortunately, such is not the case, 

The Bankruptcy Court is now regarded by a vast majority 
of the commercial classes with the greatest aversion, and 
avoided almost at any sacrifice, Nor is that feeling confined 
to the mercantile community, for a large majority of the higher 
classes of the legal profession positively refuse to practise in 
the court. So Jong, therefore, as the court remains in its 
present form, and the conflicting decisions of commissioners 
sitting in the same building, and exercising co-ordinate juris- 
diction, can only be co by an appeal to the Lords Jus- 
tices—a proceeding involving great expense, and only to be 
obtained after very considerable delay—this committee will 
feel it their duty to protest against any extension of jurisdiction 
being given to it, much less that such large interests as those 
arising out of some of the existing joint stock companies 
should be remitted to such a tribunal. They infinitely prefer 
that such estates should be wound up in the Court of Chan- 
cery—a court in which proceedings are conducted with regu- 
larity and decorum, and whose decisions are entitled to and 
enjoy the respect and confidence of all parties. 

When the Legislature has consented to the reconstruction of 
the Bankruptcy Court, and the appointment of a chief judge, 
the administration of the estates of insolvent joint stock com- 
panies may probably then be safely confided to that Court, but 
not before. . 

This committee, therefore, desire me most respectfully to 
solicit your opposition to the proposal in the 80th clause of the 
Companies’ &c,, Bill, to have the estates of insolvent joint 
stock companies wound up in the Court of Bankruptcy, 

I am, Sir, yours faithfully, 
J. RussExt, Secretary. 


THE BILL FoR AMENDING the “Rifle Volunteer 
Grounds Amendment Act, 1860,” brought in by Sir 
George Lewis, has been published. It consists of four 
clauses only. The third clause enacts that any corps 
of volunteer artillery may purchase or acquire by grant 
any land for artillery practice, and for the erection of 
batteries, targets, and other accommodation for the use 
of the corps when practising with artillery, in the same 
manner and subject to the same conditions as those under 
which a rifle volunteer corps may acquire land in pur- 
suance of the Rifle Volunteer Act of 1860, all the pro- 
visions of which shall extend to a corps of volunteer 
artillery. By the fourth clause, any land vested, pre- 
viously to the passing of this act, in any person on trust 
on behalf of any corps of volunteer artillery, shall, on 
the passing of the Act, pass to and vest in the command- 
ing officer for the time being and to his successors, 
for all the estate and interest to which the corps is 
entitled in the land, without prejudice, nevertheless, 
to any reservation of rent or other right by any 
person by whom the same might have been recovered 
or enforced =F 








A CorrgsronpeNt or THE JuRist complains of aig 
present regulations renting to counsel’s fees for 2 
ings at common law. He objects that while the 
special pleader is usually paid only half-a-guinea fer 
avowing an ordinary set of pleadings it is never allow~ 
able to pay counsel less than one guinea. The question 
raised is certainly interesting to practitioners. We 
make the following extract :— 

The present rules of pleading are so free from technicality, 
and so easy, that, except in very rare instances, every student, 
as a matter of course, gets called to the bar, and none but those 
whoare too old to change practice under the bar. The system of 
payment, however, remains the same as before; and while 
pleaders of twenty, thirty, or forty years’ experience are paid 
only half-guinea fees in some cases, counsel of perhaps only 
two, three, or four years’ standing are paid in all cases a 
guinea. This is productive of not only great injustice to the 
lay client, when he has to pay an inexperienced counsel twice 
as much as an experienced pleader, but it works still greater 
injustice when the pleadings are drawn by a pleader, and the 


. brief conducted by counsel; for in the latter cuse « counsel has 


frequently to argue points of law which he has never raised, 


: to support a case which he has never advised, or perhaps to 


hold a brief at Nisi Prius without having had time to get up 
thoroughly the law of the case. 

It is high time, Sir, that this system should be altered. There 
is no longer any necessity for any one to practise under the 
Bar; and while ordinary pleadings are sent to pleaders, young 
counsel will always lose the opportunity which they had under 
the old system of learning their profession, 

The only excuses that I have eyer heard for the present 
system of payment are—first, that the “ dignity ” of the pro- 
fession reqnires a fee of not less than a guinea; and, secondly, 
that a guinea is not too much to pay for the experience and 
labour of counsel. 

But, Sir, as to the first excuse, it has never been thought 
beneath the dignity of counsel to take half-a-guinea in certain 
cases; and even now, for signing side-bar rules, for making 
motions at sessions, and for signing for a special jury, half-a- 
guinea is the ordinary fee. The “dignity” of the profession 
will scarcely be much injured if that scale of fee is a little 
extended. 

The second excuse cannot much avail; for if an experienced 
pleader, who has received the same education, has gone t! 
the same training, and is of the same class in life as counsel, 
is well paid in some cases by half-a-guinea, it will hardly be 
too much to assert that in the same cases counsel will be well 
paid by a like fee. 

I am far, Sir, from wishing to advocate cheap law. I am 
well aware that that is badly done which is not well paid for 
It is, however, monstrous to suppose that every act of plead- 
ing is worth a guinea. : 

I would propose some such rule as this—that counsel of legs 
than seven years’ standing should be allowed to take half- 
guinea fees in these cases:— 

1. In drawing declarations for common counts, 

2. In drawing pleas where no order to plead is required. 

3. In drawing replications. 


A ConvENTION HAS RECENTLY BEEN SIGNED between 
her Majesty and the Emperor of the French relative to 
Joint Stock Companies. The following is a copy of the 
Convention :— 


Her Majesty the Queen of the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland and his Majesty the Emperor of the French 
having adjudged it expedient to come to an understanding in 
order to define, within their respective dominions and sions, 
the position of commercial, industrial, and financial companies 
and associations constituted and authorized in conformity with 
the laws in force in either of the two countries, have resolved 
to conclude a convention for that purpose, and have named as 
their plenipotentiaries, that is to say :— 

Her Majesty the Queen of the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland, the Right Hon. Henry Richard Charles 
Earl Cowley, her Majesty's Ambassador Extraordinary and 
Plenipotentiary to the Emperor of the French: 

And his Majesty the Emperor of the French M, Edouard 
Antoine Thouvenel, Senator, his Minister and Secretary of 
State for the Department for Foreign Affairs; 

Who, after having communicated to each other their reapec- 
tive full powers, found in good and due form, have agreed upoa 
and concluded the following articles :— 








. 
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Art. L—The high contracting parties declare that thy 
mutually grant to all companies and other associations, commer- 
cial, industrial, or financial, constituted and authorized in con- 
formity with the laws in force in either of the two countries, 
the power of exercising all their rights, and of appearing before 
the tribunals whether for the purpose of bringing an action, or 
for defending the same, throughout the dominions and posses- 
sion of the other power, subject to the sole condition of conform- 
ing to the laws of such dominions and possessions. 

Art. IJ.—It is agreed that the stipulations of the preceding 
article shall apply as well to companies and associations, con- 
stituted and authorised previously to the signature of the pre- 
sent convention, as to those which may subsequently be so 
constituted and authorized. 

Art. I1I—The present convention is concluded, without 
limit as to duration. Either of the high powers shall, how- 
ever, be at liberty to terminate it by giving to the otbera 
year’s previous notice. The two high powers moreover reserve 
to themselves the power to introduce into the convention, by 
“ common consent, any modifications which experience may show 
to be desirable. 

Art. IV.—The present convention shall be ratified and the 
ratifications shall be exchanged in Paris in fifteen days, or 
sooner if possible. 

In witness whereof the respective plenipotentiaries have 
signed the same, and have affixed thereto the seals of their 
arms. 

Done in duplicate at Paris, the 30th of April, 1862. 
COwWLEY. 
THOUVENEL, 


Wer ANNOUNCED A FORTNIGHT AGO that a General 
Order of the Court of Chancery was about being issued 
requiring affidavits in a cause to be printed. The Order 
was issued on Thursday, and it = not only to all 
affidavits but to all depositions which are to be used on 
the hearing of any cause in which issue shall be joined 
or notice of motion for a decree served. The Order 
will be found elsewhere in our columns, as will also the 
General Order issued a short time since, as to Petitions 
of Right. 


A Genera Orper was issued from the Bankruptcy 
Court on the 23rd inst., directing that on and after the 
5th of June next, upon the registration of trust deeds 
under section 192 of the Bankruptcy Act of last session, 
an attested copy of the deed and a schedule of the 
creditors, distinguishing those who have assented to 
the arrangement, with an affidavit of the debtor, shall 
be filed with the Chief Registrar, and be open to the in- 
spection of the public upon payment of a small fee. 


Tue Master oF THE Rolls appears to be more favour- 
able than the other equity judges to the introduction of 
juries into the Court of Chancery. During the earlier 

rt of the work, a heavy patent cause was tried at the 

lls, with the assistance of a jury, the evidence being 
— vivd voce, according to the practice at common 
aw. 


Mr. M. O’Brten, of the Midland Circuit, and Mr. 
Spinks, of the Northern Circuit, have been sworn in 
before the Lord Chancellor as her Majesty’s Serjeants- 
at-Law. On these occasions it is customary for gentle- 
men obtaining this dignity to present rings to the Queen 
and the Lord Chancellor, bearing this motto,—“ Aliud 
nobis agendum.” Mr. O’Brien, being a member of 
Lincoln’s-inn, went through a ceremony which is peculiar 
to that Inn. After giving a breakfast to the Benchers 
in the Council-chamber, Mr. O’Brien proceeded to the 
Banqueting-hall, and was there presented by the trea- 
surer with a silver purse containing ten guineas, as a 
retaining fee for any occasion on which the society may 
in future require his services. A bell was then rung as 
a warning that he had ceased to be a member of the Inn, 
it being the legal theory that a serjeant-at-law becomes 
a member of Serjeant’s-inn. 


Ir 1s RUMOURED at Lincoln’s-inn that four or five silk 
pd are about to be conferred at the Chan Bar. 
he names mentioned are those of gentlemen who are 





certainly amongst the foremost, in point of business, of 
the present outer bar. 


Mr. J. W. Fonsranque has presented a cast of the 
Wellington Shield (by Flaxman) to be shot for by the 
members of the Inns of Court Volunteer Corps (No. 3 
company) on the same conditions as the challenge cup, 
and Mr. Merewether has presented a Turner rifle for 
competition. The challenge vase presented by the 
Benchers of the Inner Temple will be shot for on June 
10, and the Turner rifle on June 17. 


Ir arprirs from recent advices from New York that 
the admission of Mr. Edwin James to the Bar of that 
city is much canvassed, both sides having strong ad- 
vocates. It also appears that Mr. James had solicited a 
meeting of the New York Bar for Saturday, the 17th 
inst., when he intended to state his case, taking the 

ound that he was still a member of the English 

ar, and that his patent as Queen’s Counsel had never 
been cancelled or revoked. 


Tue Courts or Equity commenced their sitting s for 
Trinity Term on Tuesday last. The number of appeal 
causes and other matters set down for hearing before 
the several Courts are as follows :— 

Before the Lord Chancellor and Lords Justices 19 


Before the Master of the Rolls : - 119 
Before Vice-Chancellor Kindersley . ‘ 35 
Before Vice-Chancellor Stuart. : g 74 


Before Vice-Chancellor Wood. é . 146 

Tue Court or Excuequer, will take, on Monday 
June 2, special paper; Wednesday, 4, special paper; 
Thurday, 5, circuit chosen ; ween, 7, criminal 
appeals ; Monday, 9, special paper ; and Wednesday, 11, 
special paper. 

In tHE Court or Excusequer, on Wednesday, the 
Lord Chief Baron annonnced that the Court of Error 
will sit and take errors in cases from the different courts 
on the following days :— 

From the Court of Queen’s Bench on Wednesday and Thurs- 
day, the 18th and 19th of June. 

From the Court of Common Pleas on Friday and Saturday, 
the 20th and 21st of June. 

From the Court of Exchequer, on Monday, Tuesday, and 
Wednesday, the 23rd, 24th, and 25th of June. 

If the business from any of the courts should not be com- 
pleted within this time, the Court of Error will sit from day 
to day until it is concluded. 


Tue Court or Divorcz anp Prospare resumed its 
sittings on Tuesday. The divorce list for the present 
term contains 96 causes, of which 10 are suits for 
judical separation, 2 for restitution of conjugal rights, 
1 for a declaration of legitimacy, and the remainder for 
dissolution of marriage. There are 19 common jury 
and 9 special jury cases. One case is stayed by order, 
and another is stayed by injunction. There are 9 pro- 
bate causes ready for trial, of which 3 are to be tried 
by special juries, 1 by a common jury, and 5 without 
juries. 


THERE ARE 101 new applicants for admission during 
the present term as attorneys, in addition to a number 
of applications for re-admission and to take out renewed 
certificates. 


Mr. W. H. Bropuurst, officiating additional judge 
of Tirhoot and Sarun, has been appointed additional 
judge of those districts; Mr. S. F. Davies has been ap- 

inted to officiate as magistrate and collecter of Sarun ; 

r. ‘I. Onslow has been appointed civil and sessions 
judge of Zillah of Masulipatam; Mr. F. S. Child has 

en appointed civil and sessions judge of Zillah of 
Guntoor; Mr. E. W. Bird has been appointed civil and 
sessions judge of Zillah of Tanjore; Mr. W. 8S. Nesbitt 
has been appointed subordinate judge of Octacamund ; 
Mr. P. Grant has been appointed collector and magis- 
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trate of the district of Coimbatore; Mr. G. A. Ballard 
has been appointed collector and magistrate of the dis- 
trict of Malabar. 


Mr. Joseru Kay, of the Northern Circuit, has been 
appointed judge of the Salford Hundred Court of Re- 
cord, in the place of Mr. Serjeant Wheeler, who has re- 
cently been made a County Court Judge. 


Mr. O'Connor Morris, has been appointed professor 
of the Law of Real and Personal Property, and Mr. J. 
A. Byrne, professor of Constitutional anéCciminal Law, 
to the King’s Inns, Dublin. 


Mr. Georas Green, of Southampton, has been ap- 
pointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the 
Court of Chancery. 


Mr. Joun Jenkins, of Llanidloes, Montgomery, has 
been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in 
the Court of Chancery. 

Mr. Wa. Wizson, of Kirkby Stephen, Westmoreland, 
has been appointed a Commissioner to administer oaths 
in the Court of Chancery. ; 


— 
> 


THE PROPOSED PATENT LAW COMMISSION. 


The House of Commons has decided upon the appoint- 
ment of a commission to inquire into the existing state 
of the Patent Law. Sir H. Cairns brought the subject 
under the notice of the House on Tuesday evening 
last, in a speech which contains a clear and succinct 
summary of the alleged defects in the law. He admitted, 
as every one does, the very great improvements effected 
by the Patent Law Amendment Act, 1852, which com- 
pletely altered the system of patents in this country. 
Amongst other amendments we are indebted to that 
Act for the six months’ provisional protection which 
inventors can now obtain at a small cost, thus enabling 
them to test the utility, or at all events the marketable 
value, of their inventions, without involving them- 
selves in any considerable expense. The Act of 1852, 
moreover, provided machinery for the issuing of single 
patents for the three kingdoms, and also for the print- 
ing and sale of specifications. In these and other im- 
portant respects the alterations effected by this statute 
have been found to be entirely beneficial, not only to 
the class of inventors but to the public generally. One 
striking proof of this is to be found in the fact that 
notwithstanding a considerable diminution of expense 
the total proceeds derivable from fees has greatly in- 
creased; while the increase in the business of the 
a office is still more su cising. In 1851, the year 

‘ore the alteration of the law, the number of patents 
was 455. In 1860 the number of provisional protec- 
tions was 3,196, and the number of sealed patents was 
2,060. Of the latter about ten per cent. are con- 
tinued after the seventh year, when, according to the 
present system, a patentee can obtain fourteen years’ 
further protection upon a ee of £100. The 
great advantage of this scale of payment, graduated as 
it is by convenient stages of time, is that it not only 
accommodates the inventor by accepting payment in 
instalments proportioned to the probable success of his 
invention, but it encourages the tentative efforts of 
ingenuity without imposing in return an unreasonable 
amount of expense and risk. While, however, the 
great improvements which have been effected by the 
Act of 1852 cannot be denied, of course there are not 
wanting those who are pre to suggest further 
“reforms.” But notwithstanding Sir Hugh Cairns ap- 
pears to think that wide dissatisfaction now exists upon 
the subject, we very much doubt the fact. He classed the 
objections which are made under three general heads. “It 
was said that the facilities afforded by the Act of 1852, 
for taking out patents had led to the multiplication of 
useless patents; that the cost of patents was still too 
high, as a large surplus remained every year over and 








above the expenses of the Patent-office; and that the 
mode in which patent causes were tried was not pany | 
expensive, but unsatisfactory, by reason of the want o 
experience of the tribunal which disposed of them.” 
The first and second objections belong rather to the pro- 
vince of the political economist than of the lawyer, and 
we therefore them by, merely with the observation 
that we entirely agree with the opinion of Sir H. 
Cairns that any undue multiplication of patents might 
be prevented by providing some inexpensive mode of 
revoking patents which have been improperly granted, 
much more effectively than by a searching preliminary 
investigation, which would necessarily be very uncer- 
tain and expensive. 

The third objection is one more properly within 
our province. It is urged that there is now no 
constituted tribunal in this country scientifically com- 

tent to adjudicate upon many of the heavy and 
intricate patent causes which from time to time 
come before our existing courts, both of law and 
equity; and various suggestions for the remedy of 
this alleged defect have been made. It is natural 
that those persons who have been dissatisfied with 
the decisions or the mode of procedure of our ex- 
isting tribunals, should all unite in recommending 
the constitution of a new and distinct tribunal for the 
investigation of such cases: but in examining the various 
plans which have been thus propounded, we find con- 
siderable contrariety as to the principles upon which 
such new tribunal should be constituted. One pro 
is that it should consist of a permanent and salaried 
judge, assisted, when necessary, by the advice of scien- 
tific assessors to be chosen from a panel nominated by 
the Commissioners of Patents, the province of the 
assessors being the adjudication of facts only. In 
other words, these assessors would be a jury of experts, 
whose verdict in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred 
would leave the judge nothing whatever to do. Ac- 
cording to this scheme all applications for grants would 
be subjected toa preliminary investigation before the 
suggested tribunal, which would also have exclusive 
original jurisdiction to try not only patent causes, but 
also all questions of copyright and registration of 
design. rd is not suggested that the new judge should 
be anything else than a lawyer, qualified for the dis- 
charge of proper judicial functions ; and in fact the only 
special feature of the case is the substitution of a jury 
of experts for such juries as we have at present. It is 
not now necessary to urge any argument against the 
multiplication of special tribunals with exclusive juris- 
diction. A conviction generally prevails in favour of 
fusion and consolidation of peculiar jurisdictions and 
tribunals. But even if the public feeling were other- 
wise, it cannot be pretended that there would be any- 
thing like sufficient business to justify the pga 
of a “ patent” judge, or to keep him occupied when he 
was appointed. It is said, no doubt, that the “ pre- 
liminary” investigations would leave him but little 
leisure. But we doubt in the first place whether it 
would be practicable advantageously to carry such 
investigations further than they are at present carried 
before the law officers of the Crown in chambers; and 
secondly, we have no doubt that they can be more satis- 
factorily conducted as they now are in chambers than 
in “public court,” which these patent law reformers 
consider to be indispensable ; and even theywill hardly ven- 
ture to allege that any “ patent" judge is likely to be more 
fitted for the discharge of purely judicial functions than 
the Attorney-General or Solicitor-General for the time 
heing. But the real question after all rests in the pro- 
posal to elevate experts from the witness box to the 

nch, and to abolish pa juries al . For 
our parts, we are entirely opposed to the suggested 
innovation. It cannot be dented that it is sometimes 
very difficult for ordinary juries to understand the evi- 
dence that is adduced in patent causes; but this, after 
all, seldom happens ; and we are disposed to think that 
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for any purpose of litigation—at all events, so far as the 
issue between the parties is concerned-—it need but very 
rarely, if ever, happen. Juries are obliged frequently 
in other cases to weigh the testimony of experts, and to 
pronounce upon the acceptance or rejection of their 
conclusions, without being able to estimate the process 
by which the witnesses have arrived at their opinions; 
and there is no reason why this should not be so in the 
trial of patent causes. Suppose the proposed assessors 
were to be skilled witnesses in any case where the jury 
must rely upon their opinion, the only question for the 
jury would be their faithworthiness—which is always 
afproper question for a jury. Assuming their credi- 
bility the jury could have no difficulty in arriving at 
a verdict in unison with their unanimous opinion. 
Where they differed the jury would generally have 
some means of estimating the value of their respective 
opinions, and would be influenced by extraneous circum - 
stances, as, for instance, the burthen of proof. The 
proposed change would also have the disadvantage of 
being attended with greatly increased expense, either 
to the litigants or the public exchequer, inasmuch as 
these assessors must be paid either out of the consoli- 
dated fund or out of fees contributed by suitors. Judges 
of the Court of Chancery have had the power for the 
last ten years to obtain the assistance of scientific 
persons “the better to enable such judge to determine 
any matter at issue in any cause or proceeding and to act 
upon the certificate of such persons.” This power has 
been but rarely used by the equity judges, because it 
hardly ever happens that the subject matter of liti- 
gation is of so abstruse a character or so inappreciable 
to educated men, that a judge is compelled to resort to 
such extraneous aid. Such cases, however, may arise 
now and then, and it may therefore be advisable that 
every judge of the superior courts on either side of 
Westminster Hall should be enabled to call in scientific 
assistance when such occasions arise. This power would 
enable the judge always to resort to such advice as 
might be most useful and least impeachable in re- 
spect of any particular case. But if a limited number 
of scientific assessors are appointed absolutely by the 
Crown, or to be selected from a panel supplied by the 
Commissioners of Patents, it would still frequently 
remain a very difficult matter to obtain an assessor 
specially competent to deal with some of the very 
special and peculiar cases which must always be expected 
to arise out of the many thousands of existing patents— 
including as they do all that the subtlest ingenuity of 
modern inventors contribute to the infinitely varied con- 
trivances of our arts and manufactures. 

It would certainly be a great improvement to sub- 
stitute other means for impeaching patents than 
those which now exist in the dave of scire facias and 
petitions to the Lord Chancellor. But we doubt very 
much whether there can be a much better mode of 
trying questions of infringement than at present exists— 
excepting only the court of ultimate appeal. Not only 
for patent but many other causes a Court composed of 
the chief judges of the common law courts and the 
Lords Justices in equity would be far more satisfactory 
in this respect than the House of Lords. If such a 
Court were in existence all intermediate appeals might 
well be dispensed with, and thus there would be an end 
of such scandals in the shape of enormous bills of costs 
as Sir H. Cairns adverted to in his speech of Tuesday 
evening. 

a 


COURTS MARTIAL. 


The recent courts martial at Dublin have taught the 
British public a lesson on the value of a well-consti- 
tuted judicial tribunal, and the misfortune of those who 
are subject to a system of vague and unknown law. 
In Captain Robertson's case the evils arising from the 
utter absence of a definite procedure, and from the 
habitual violation of all the rules of evidence, were 





painfully apparent, and entailed upon the person ar- 
raigned very manifest and serious injustice. The 
more recent case of Mr. Anthony, although by no 
means so protracted or oppressive as its predecessor, 
yet shows, if possible in a stronger light, the necessity 
that exists for conducting such investigations according 
to the common requirements of English law, and there- 
fore by men who are not ignorant of what these re- 
quirements are. However trivial the offences which 
are tried before courts martial may sometimes seem to 
be in themselves, yet while they involve such grave and 
ruinous consequences to those whose conduct is im- 
peached, they ought to have some guarantee—first, 
that they are not called upon to defend themselves 
against a charge which really does not constitute an 
offence against any recognised law ; and next that their 
trial shall be conducted with as much fairness and re- 
gard towards the accused as would be shown towards 
the worst criminal before any of the ordinary tribunals 
of the country. Misera est servitus ubi jus est 

aut incognitum. Captain Robertson was tried for not 
challenging a person who had insulted him. He pro- 
bably would have been tried before a court martial or 
elsewhere if he had challenged him ; and under the cir- 
cumstances, no doubt, he must have been sorely puzzled 
at the time to know what he ought to do, even con- 
fining his attention to the law military. But he was 
not only at the disadvantage of not being able to in- 
form himself what the law under which he was living 
required of him, but when put upon his trial the 
charges were so indefinite as to open up a wide field for 
evidence which, as the result showed, was unfairly im- 
ported into the case, Spencenay for the purpose of 
prejudicing him. In Mr. Anthony's case we find the 
colonel of the regiment, in which both Mr. Delacour, 
the complainant, and the prisoner were officers, acting as 
prosecutor, which, of itself, would be objectionable 
enough. But more than this, in the few opening re- 
marks which he made to the Court, he pledged his 
belief in the honour and gentlemanly conduct of the 
cornet, and at least by way of strong inference, in the 
guilt of the veterinary surgeon, thus sone at once as 
prosecutor, judge, witness, and jury. At all events in 
both these cases the prosecutors—Colonels Brownrigg 
and Frazer—exhibited a sign of partizanship and an ig- 
norance or disregard of the first duties of the office 
which they assumed, such as is never witnessed in any 
ordinary court of justice. We fully agree with a 
writer in the Globe who says that “the impetuosity of 
the military character shows badly in a court of justice. 
Men accustomed to rule or be ruled in a peremptory 
manner really appear to lose the judicial impartiality 
and consideration for both sides which is so essential to 
the administration of justice. Officers assuming the 
post of public prosecutors seem to think it their only 
duty to get a conviction, and in rushing to this erro- 
neous conclusion they peril the character of the law, 
and, unfortunately, sometimes their own fair reputation. 
But the military authorities, while ready to check other 
irregularities, leave this grave failing untouched.” 

The only way in which these irregularities can be 
effectually cured is by relieving military officers of a 
duty for which they must almost universally be unfitted 
as much by their general character as by want of 
training, and also because they are for the most part 
too nearly connected with the events or the persons 
coming within the scope of the investigation. It might 
be possible, perhaps, to distinguish between offences of a 
comparatively trivial character which might well be 
disposed of by a court of Honour and Discipline, 
and that more important class of offences which— 
since they involve the loss of not only regimental 
but of social position—ought to be tried pevertng to 
regular forms of law before a suitable tribunal. Such 
2 Court might be formed by adding a lawyer to the 
officers who now preside at courts martial. It is not 
likely that he would be allowed to act as president, so 
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as to have complete control over all the proceedings, 
but there would probably be little objection to him as 
legal assessor. It would be his duty to see that the 
charges against the prisoner really constituted an 
offence within the jurisdiction of the Court, and that 
the entire procedure was in accordance with, or at all 
events not directly repugnant to, the law of the land. 
He would be very useful in preventing irrelevant evi- 
dence and consequent discussion ; while he might be 
excluded altogether from interference with the ns | 
and the sentence. Indeed, it is one of our Englis 
anomalies that although a court martial has authority to 
try offenders and inflict punishment only according to 
the nature and degree of the offence as regulated by the 
law of the land, and while the rules of evidence are ap- 
plicable to all investigations before these tribunals, yet 
there is no certainty or even likelihood that any one of 
the persons concerned in them will have any more ac- 
quaintance with the law and rules which they are called 
upon to administer than the same number of passers-by 
outside the barrack gate. Military law does recognise 
the services of lawyers in the office of Judge- Advocate- 
General, and it might answer all purposes if he or an 
assistant were to preside or aid in every court martial 
throughout the three kingdoms, at least at the trial of 
important cases. It would also be, unquestionably, a 
great i vement if professional assistance was re- 
cognised on both sides and not tabooed, or allowed to be 
givenonly under the rose, as it is now. 


7 -_ 
> 





LAW OF PARTNERSHIP AMENDMENT BILL. 


Mr. Scholefield has introduced into Parliament a 
Bill for the Amendment of the Law of Partnership, 
the main feature of which is, of course, the now 
universal panacea—registration. It is now just four 
years ago since the present Earl Ripon, then Lord 
Goderich, brought forward a measure of a somewhat 
similar character.* There were some features, however, 
in his bill which bordered upon the ridiculous, and were 
certainly altogether unpractical. ‘The absence of these 
is a decided improvement in Mr. Scholefield’s scheme. 
For instance, the former bill applied to every partner- 
ship carrying on any trade or profession in England, 
not including joint-stock companies; whereas the 

resent bill a registration only of such firms as 
o not contain the surnames and christian names in full 
of all the persons carrying on the trading concern, or 
which contain the name of any person other than the 
person carrying on such business, or the words “ and 
company.” ‘his alteration is evidently intended to 
meet such objections as we at the time urged against 
the corresponding clause in the bill of Lord Goderich. 
That bill, moreover, intended the registrar of births 
deaths and marriages to be the official for the registra- 
tion of partnerships under the Act, and he was to have 
power on the application of any person to send a 
notice in writing to any person deemed by the person 
making the application to be a partner in an un- 
registered partnership, requiring from him full particu- 
lars as to his partners, &c., and in case of default 

nalties were to be recoverable before Justices of the 
Peace. Mr. Scholefield adopts the Registrar of Joint 
Stock Companies as the registering official for his 
scheme, and provides that all communications with him 
may be through the Post Office. This is undoubtedly 
another great improvement upon the former poche § 
In addition to the registration of such firms as we have 
mentioned—namely, those whose style does not disclose 
all the constituent members, the bill also proposes the 
registration of “‘ limited” partners. The constitution 
of such partnerships is indeed the main alteration in the 
law proposed to be effected by the bill. Mr. Schole- 
field desires to put an end to the doctrine laid down in 








* 2 Sol. J., 538, 





the well-known case of Waugh v. Carver so far as it 
would apply, but for this Act, to “ sharing 
profits.” It is now proposed that there shall be a class 
of “limited partners,” who upon comply wae the 
requirements of the Act may take a share of profits in 
lieu of a fixed rate of interest for loans of money. 
Upon the whole the measure as it now stands will no 
doubt be very acceptable to the mercantile community, 
and we do not at present see any legal embarrassments 
which it is likely to introduce into the law of partner- 
ship. 
- - ~~» a 


The Courts. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before the Lorps Justiczs.) 

May 28,— Whale v. Griffiths —In this case the clerks of 
records and writs had refused to file a printed answer to which 
a written schedule had been attached, on the ground that the 
schedule was written on’ blue foolseap paper and not on the 
cream-wove paper prescribed by the order of March 6, 1860, 
and General Order 9, s. 3. 

R. W. E. Forster applied that the answer might be filed in its 
present form, and argued that the terms of the order only ap- 
plied to the body of the answer, and not to the schedule. 

Mr. Ward, one of the clerks of records and writs, stated that 
according to the practice of the office, the entire answer, in- 
cluding the schedules, was required to be written on the paper 
prescribed by the General Orders; though exceptions had been 
occasionally made where answers had been sent from the coun- 
try inadvertently written on other paper. 

Lord Justice TURNER was of opinion that the Order of March 
6, 1860, which abolished the practice of engrossing answers on 
parchment, required all that was formerly engrossed on parch- 
ment to be written or printed, as the case might be, on the 
paper prescribed by the General Orders. In this case the answer 
might be tiled in its present form, but it was not to be drawn 
into a precedent. 

Lord Justice Kxicut Bruce concurred. 





COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH. 
(Sittings in Banco, before Mr. Justice WignTman, Mr. Justice 
Crompton, and Mr, Justice BLackBuRN.) 

May 27.— The Queen v. Biundell.—Mr. Sumner moved for 
a rule calling upon the defendant to show cause why an at- 
tachment should not issue against him for the non-payment of 
costs, and also why his recognizances should not be estreated. 
The defendant was an attorney, and had been convicted upen 
an indictment for a libel, and the Master had taxed the costs at 
£184 12s. 11d., which the defendant had refused to pay, 

The Court granted a rule, absolute in the first instance, for 
the attachment; and a rule nisi to estreat the recognizances, 

May 28.—To-day Mr. Blundell appeared in court, in the 
custody of the officer of the Queen’s Bench Prison, and Mr. 
Sumner’s applications was granted by the Court. 


(Sittings in Banco, before Lord Chief Justice CockauaRn, 
Justice Wicntman, Crompton, and BLACKBURN.) 

May 28.—Ex parte an Attorney.— Mr, Merewether ap- 
peared on behalf of a gentleman named Dashwood, to show cause 
why an attorney should not pay to him the sum of £80 and 
the costs of the application. The applicant had employed the 
attorney to recover the suin of £4,200 and interest on « mort- 
gage. He recovered the money, aud there was a balance of 
£80 still due. 

Application granted. 

COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 
(Sittings in Banco, in Trinity Term, before the Lonp Caer 
Baron, and Barons BRAMWELL, Margin, and CHANNRELL.) 

May 28.—George v. rd.—This was an action for 
slander. ‘The defendant pleaded not guilty. 

lt appeared that both the plaintiff and defendant were attor- 
neys practising in the city. General Pemberton, having been 
mixed up in some manner with a loan company, gave the plain - 
tiff a written retainer under the seal of the company, but shortly 
afterwards he changed his mind and employcd the defendant 
to act for him, and to wind-up the affairs of the company. An 
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application was then made 
papers of the company which he had, and which he refused to 
deliver up on the ground that he had a written retainer signed 
by the General. ‘The defendant, upon seeing the paper, alleged 
that the signature had been forged and that the plaintiff was 
the forger. ‘The plaintiff now alleged that he had been damaged 
in reputation and business, 

For the defence the defendant and General Pemberton swore 
that the expressions imputed were never used. 

The jury returned a verdict for the defendant. 








COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 


(Sittings in Banco, before Lord Chief Justice Erie, and 
Justices WILLEs, Byes, and KEATING.) 


May 27.—In re Joseph Wright, an Attorney.—In this case 
a rule had been obtained calling upon Mr. Joseph John Wright, 
an attorney, of Sunderland, to answer the matters alleged 
against him in the affidavit of a young lady, named Mary Ann 
Thomas, as to various sums of money belonging to her, which, 
as her attorney, he had received to invest for her. Affidavits 
in answer were filed, alleging more than six years’ delay, and 
that the application of Miss Thomas was made for the purpose 
of extorting money, and the whole matter was referred to the 
Master to report whether Mr. Wright, in his capacity of attorney 
for Miss Thomas, had been guilty of ‘any fraud or misconduct 
in respect of a sum of £2,252, and also in respect of other 
moneys arising from an estate alleged to have been sold to one 
Mr. George Stuart. 

This case was argued and reported last term,* when the 
Court directed Mr. Wright to be struck off the rolls if he 
could not give, on the first day of Trinity term, a sufficient 
reason why his name should remain on the rolls. 

To-day Mr. Wright appeared by counsel, according to the 
order, and having been heard in answer, 

The Lord Cmer Justice said the Court were of opinion 
that the Master came to a right conclusion in finding fraud 
against Mr. Wright. When an attorney received money from 
a client for the purpose of laying it out at interest, and he 
appropriated it to his own use, they were of opinion that he 
was unworthy to remain upon the rolls of this court; and they 
ordered that the name of Joseph John Wright should be struck 
off the rolls, 

Judgment accordingly. 


WEST INDIAN INCUMBERED ESTATES COURT. 
(Before H. J. Sronor, Esq., Chief Commissioner.) 


May 27,—In the matter of the estate of Robert Campbell 
Jackson, Owner; Ex parte Charles Forbes Jackson, Petitioner. 
—This was the first sale of lands in the island of Jamaica 
under the Act, and cemprised the plantation and lands called 
Mahogany Vale, containing about 252 acres, distant from 
Kingston about eighteen miles, out of cultivation. Purchase 
money, £400. 

Solicitors, Messrs. Hunter, Gwatkin, & Hunter. 

The sale of the Worthy Park Estate, said to be the finest in 
Jamaica, and containing nearly 5,000 acres, mostly cultivated, 
is announced for the 27th of July. Several other sales are in 
progress, 


—————————-—— 


Parliament and Acgislation. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, May 26, 

Jomnt Stock Companies Bit, 


Mr. Murray presented a petition from the Metropolitan and 
Provincial Law Association against this bill, so far as it pro- 
vides for the transfer from the Court of Chancery to the Court 
of Bankruptcy the winding-up of joint stock companiee, 


Hicuways Bri. 
This bill, after much discussion upon several of the clauses, 
passed through committee. 
Menrcuant Suiprinc Acts AMENDMENT BILL. 


aa resumed in committee the consideration of this 
, 





* See ante 522, 
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to the plaintiff for the books and On clause 61, which had been adjourned on a previous dis- 


cussion, and which enabled a clerk to the solicitor of the 
Board of Customs to appear as counsel and attorney in cases 
under the Bill. 

Mr. M. Gipson proposed to retain this clause. It was a 
mere question of saving a little to the public without diminish- 
ing the efficiency with which those proceedings were carried 
on. 

Mr. HENLEY wanted to know why a clerk of the Customs 
was to come into any record court in the kingdom instead of a 
solicitor or barrister. He thought that the party under such 
circumstances would not have fair play afforded him. A mere 
clerk might do that which a professional man would not dare 
to do. He hoped that the right hon. gentleman would let 
those prosecutions be conducted as they had hitherto been. It 
appeared to him that the power proposed to be given by the 
clause was a monstrous one, and contrary to the ordinary rules 
of justice. 

Mr. Aldermah Satomons coincided with the right hon. gen- 
tleman the member for Oxfordshire in his objection to thie 
principle involved in this clause. 

Mr. M. Gipson confessed he had no particular predilection 
for this clause, but it only meant to enact that which had been 
enacted in the Customs Consolidation Act. He would not, 
however, press the clause. 

The clause was then negatived. 

Mr. M. Gipson proposed to leave out the 47th clause, and 
to insert another in its stead, which proposed to give summary 
jurisdiction to two justiccs of the peace in salvage cases, and 
to prevent unnecessary appeals and litigation. 

Mr. Hey ey thought that the clause ought to be framed so 
as to give the magistrates an option whether they would act or 
not in cases of this kind. 

Sir H. Srracey suggested some other amendment in the 
clause. 

Mr. M. Gipson undertook to consider the objections urged. 

The Clause was then agreed to. 

The bill afterwards passed through committee. 


Compantgs, &c., Bry. 

The Sorictror-GENERAL moved that the house go into this 
committee pro forma, in order to introduce important amend- 
ments, the principal of which was the transfer of adjudication 
on the subject to the Court of Chancery. 


Tuesday, May 27. 
CONSOLIDATION OF THE Law Courts. 


Mr. A. Turner presented a petition from the Law Associa- 
tion of Manchester in favour of this measure, 

Mr. Gore LANGTON presented a petition from the attorneys 
and solicitors of Bristol, and from the members of the Bristol 
Law Library, to the same effect. 


Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 


Mr. GaRNetT presented a petition from the registrars of the 
County Courts of Lancaster, York, and Warwick for compen- 
sation for loss of fees and emoluments under the operation of 
the new bankruptcy law. 


Law or Patents. 

Sir H. Carrns moved for an address for a royal commission 
to inquire into the present working of the laws relating to 
patents, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Wednesday, May 28. 
Juriks’ BIL. 

Mr. Hunt, in moving the second reading of this bill, said 
that it would simplify the expense of gure yp | juries, 
Under its provisions, the clerk of the peace, instead of sending 
a precept to the high constable, could himself forward precepts 
by post through the medium of registered letters, to the’ parish 
officers. ‘ 

Mr. Heniey said he entertained some doubt whether it 
would be safe to allow absent jurymen to be lable to fine 
simply on the evidence that a letter had been sent to'them by 
post, 


Mr. Wurresipk would not oppose the motion; but he would 
take that opportunity of expressing his belief that a good jury 
bill on the principle of rating would be a very desirable 
measure. 

The bill was then read a second time, and was ordered to be 
committed on the 25th of June. 
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Thursday, May 29. 
ConsOLIDATION OF Law Courts. 
Mr. Garnett presented petitions from Arundel and from 
the Lancaster Law Society in favour of this measure. 
Sir B. Briess presented a petition from the President and 
Secretary of the Kent Law Society in favour of the same mea- 
sure. 





Pending Measures of Regislation. 
ParTNERSHIP Law AMENDMENT BILw. 
Brought in by Mr. Scholefield. 


Sect. 1. Title of Act. 

2. In the construction of this Act the following words shall 
"steading as herein a ve mentioned. 

concern mean any business of commerce, 
trade, or manufacture, whether carried on by one person 
or by more than one m in co-partnership. 

“General partner” shall have the same signification as the 
word “ partner” had previously to the passing of this Act. 

“ Limited partnership” shall mean the “general partners” 
together with the limited partners under this Act in any 
trading concern or the relationship between such general 
and limited partners, as the context may require. 

“ Share of profits” shall include not only a share of profits 
properly so called, but any payment varying with, or de- 
pendent upon or payable out of the profits of a trading 
concern, whether the same be payable in one sum or more, 
or at certain or uncertain times. 

Any person shall be construed to “ lend money ” within the 
meaning of this Act, who shall either advance money to 
be used in and for the p of a trading concern, or 
who being entitled, whether as a retiring partner or other- 
wise, to demand and receive present payment of the value 
of any share or interest of or in the capital or other funds 
of a trading concern, shall, after the value thereof shall 
have been ascertained between such person and the person 
or persons liable to pay the same, allow the same to re- 
main therein, or to be used by such person or persons for 
the purposes of such trading concern. 

3. Lenders of money may, under certain conditions, receive a 

share of profits without being partners. 

4, Certain particulars as to such loan to be registered. 

5. The registrar of joint stock companies to be registrar 
under this Act, 

6. Loans to be registered within fifteen days. No 
entitled to the benefit of this Act unless instalments paid or 
advanced at the time specified in the registration. 

7. Money not to be repaid before the time specified in the 

5 ‘ 


8. Lenders of money violating the foregoing schemes to be- 
come general partners. 

9. The firm of a limited partnership shall not include the 
name of any limited partner, or else limited partner to become 
general partner. 

10. Dissolution of limited partnership. Liability of repre- 
sentatives of limited partner. 

11, On dissolution of limited partnership, money lent to be- 
come a debt, 

12. On dissolution of partnership by death of general part- 
ner, limited partners to cause entry of dissolution to be appended 
to the registration. 

13. General partners only to be made bankrupt. Rights and 
liabilities of limited partner in case of bankruptcy of general 


partners. 
14, This Act not to affect Joint Stock Companies Acts. 
15. The names, &c. of persons constituting firms which do 
not indicate the persons constituting it to be registered. 
16, Changes ‘in constituting of firms to be registered in cer- 
tain cases. ent aie 
17. a persons retiring from any business may require 
make entry thereof. 
18. Assignees of registered person bankrupt to cause bank- 
ruptey to be 5 
19. rh registered may sue and be sued in name of 
rm. 
20. ueuce of noncompliance with provisions as to 


registration, 

21. Registrar to file declarations under this Act. 

22. Provisions of sect. 106 of Joint Stock Companies Act, 
1856, to apply to registration under this Act. 

23. books to be open. Certified copies of docu- 
ments and entries to be evidence. 





24, All applications to registrar be sent by post. 

25, All fees may be paid ice order. ; 

26. Punishment for forging the signature or seal or making 
false declaration. 

27. Recovery of penalties. 

28, Penalties may be applied towards payment of costs or 
rewards, 

SonepuLe.—Form A. 





























Place of Busi- 
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Recent Becisions. 


EQUITY. 
Spectric PERFORMANCE OF A PROMISE To BEQUEATH. 
Loffus v. Maw, V. C. S., 10 W. R. 513. 

One of the leading characteristics of equity jurisprudence is 
that it always re; the substance of a transaction, and pays 
little heed to mere matters of form, except in cases wher 
these are specially prescribed by statute. In cases of this 
latter description the Court of Chancery can never afford any 
relief beyond what a court of law would allow. For instance, 
the proper execution and attestation of wills and the enrolment 
of disentailing deeds within due time in the lifetime of the dis- 
entailer are matters in respect of which, except in very peculiar 
circumstances of fraud, no relief can be had in equity. Bat, 
except as regards these and other like transactions specially 
regulated by statute, the Court of Chancery will endeavour to 
effectuate the intention of parties to a transaction without any 
very keen regard to the nature of the instrument used. Thus, 
in cases of mortgage, the Court considers the instrament of 
contract to be a mere security for a debt, even after the day 
for payment has elapsed. Hence the maxim, once a mortgage 
always a mortgage. And not only does the Court consider the 
substance of « transaction as distinguished from its form, but 
it will also look at the substantial character of the instrament 
itself, and, if necessary, construe a deed to be a will, and, ¢ 
converso, a Will to be a deed; or, if, as is the present universal, 
as it is also the legal, rule, it be unsealed, as the evidence 
of a simple contract, The Court also, as the reader is aware, 
will construe a transaction to be either not voluntary or for 
good consideration, not according to the mere terms of the 
instrument but according to the actual character of the fact. 
In short, the Court of Chancery will in all cases, except where’ 
its functions are controlled by statute, regard the substance 
both of the transaction itself and of the instrument by which 
it is evidenced. 

The Ecclesiastical Courts, to a portion of the jurisdiction of 
which the Court of Probate has succeeded by force of the 
statute 20 & 21 Vict. c. 77, were in their jurisprudence and 
constitution nearly allied to that of the Court of Chancery, 
and were originally presided over by the same judge. Ac- 
cordingly, they too regarded the substantial nature of an in- 
strument and gave probate of documents apparently the most 
remote from a testamentary nature: as of a deed, Hizon v. 

Wythan, 1 Ch. Cas, 247; of articles of agreement, Green v.’ 
Proude, 3 Keble 310; and even of a promissory note and of « 
note made payable by the executor in order to avoid legacy 
duty, Maxee v. Shute, 2 Hagg. 248. The present case affords 
a very good illustration of that branch of equity jurispradence 
upon which we have commented. Vice-Chancellor Stuart 
has held, in Loffus v. Maw, that @ codicil made for valuable 
i ion is not revocable by another codicil duly executed. 
There is no characteristic of a will or codicil better established 
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than that it is ambulatory, does not (since the late Wills Act, 
1 & 2 Vict. c. 26) in any case speak prior to the death of the 
testator, and is revocable by him. But the intervention of a 
consideration on the part of the beneficiary changes the whole 
nature of the transaction, and makes that which is in se a will 
to be an instrument inter vivos and irrevocable. ‘There is more 
difficulty in the way of construing « will to be an instrument 
inter vivos than of maintaining the converse position. For there 
is a difference between a representation of fact and a represen- 
tation of intention: Jorden v. Money, 5 H. of Lds. 185. When, 
therefore, a testator promises A. B. to leave him a certain gift 
by will it is implicd in the nature of the instrament referred 
to that it is to be somewhat revocable. If, however, A. B., on 
the faith of such a promise, render any services to the testator 
which constitute him a purchaser of such grant, the promise by 
A. B. is substantially irrevocable—that is, he may change his 
will as often as he pleases, but he must always leave A. B. the 
subject-matter of the —. This doctrine is thus stated by 
Lord Cottenham in Hammersley v. De Beil, 12 Cl. & Fin. 45: 
— A representation made by one party for the purpose of in- 
fluencing the conduct of the other party, and acted upon by 
him, will, in general, be sufficient to entitle him to the assist- 
ance of this court for the purpose of realising those represen- 
tations.” Even at law it has been laid down by Lord Denman, 
in the case of Pickard v. Sears, 6 Ad. & E. 461, that what- 
ever a person’s real intention may be, if he so conducts himself 
that a reasonable man would act upon the representation and 
did act upon it, the party making the representation is bound 
by it. The case of Hammersley v. De Beil was not referred to 
in the later case of Jorden v. Money, with which it appears to 
be somewhat inconsistent. It is, at all events, opposed to a dictum 
of Lord Cranworth in the latter case to the effect that “ a state- 
ment or representation of what a person intends or does not 
intend is not sufficient.” This saying of Lord Cranworth’s is, 
indeed, correct, so far as it applies to a statement of an inten- 
tion to enter into a future contract, and not to a present 
contract, with a future consideration. In cases like the pre- 
sent the testator virtually says, “ I contract with you, but will 
not pay you myself: you shall, however, have a claim upon my 
executor or heir,” as the case may be. If the party died with- 
out making any will the contractee would be clearly entitled 
to what he had stipulated for. That the former party makes 
an unjust will does not affect the rights of the contractee. 
And whatever is the state of the liability of the party at his 
death, such, also, is the state of those representing him. [See 
Crewry v. Bowyer,7 Beav. 6 n.] Of the three great heads of 
fraud, accident, and mistake, under which almost the whole 
of the cases in which relief may be given in equity may be 
classed, the relief given in cases such as the present may be 
ultimately placed under the head of fraud. 


PARTNERSHIP—DISSOLUTION BEFORE EXPIRATION OF TERM 
—RETURN OF PART OF PREMIUM. 


Pease vy. Hewitt, 10 W. R. 535, 


A question was raised in this case, which has often been 
discussed in various other phases, and which does not yet rest 
upon any clearly defined principle or intelligible course of 
decisions. The suit was for a dissolution of a partnership, 
which was decreed upon the ground of incompatibility of 
temper between the partners; and the question was whether, 
under such circumstances—both parties being to blame—one 
who had paid a premium on entering the partnership was 
entitled to a proportion of the premium which he had paid, 
such proportion being calculated with reference to the number 
of years of the term which were unexpired? Sir J. Romilly, 
M.R., decided this in the affirmative. We ought to add that 
the partnership was mercantile, and that of the term of ten 
years, for which it had been constituted, eight had expired. 
On a former occasion* we commented at some length on the 
conflict of authorities relating to the principle involved in the 
above-named case. Courts of equity recognise the fairness of 
compensation in cases where the consideration has partially 
failed; but in applying this principle to partnerships for terms 
of years where one of the partners paysa premium, but a dis- 
solution takes place before the expiration of the term, the 
question arises, what was the consideration for which the pre- 
mium was paid—whether for admission merely, or for admission 
@ad continuance through the whole term, or continuance 
subject to such casualties as the bankruptcy, physical or mental 
incompetency, or death of the co-partner who receives the pre- 
mium. The reasonable and fair rule would appear to 
be, that if the dissolution is caused by the act or con- 





* 5 Sol. J, 202. 





duct of the partner who has received the money he 
should be compelled to return a rateable proportion of the 
pretium, whether the partnership be mercantile or professional, 
and this may be accepted as a fair account of the present 
doctrine of courts of equity relating to this question. Indeed, 
the decision of the Master of the Rolls may be said to imply 
this rule, and something more, for even where the com- 
plaining partner was himself not free from blame, his Honour 
has decided that he was entitled to a return of a rateable pro- 
portion of the premium which he had paid. The first im- 
portant decision of a court of equity upon the point in question 
was in Akhurst v. Jackson, 1 Swanst. 85, where the partner 
who was to receive a premium by instalments became bank- 
rupt in less than five months after the commencement of the 
partnership, which had been agreed upon for a term of eighteen 
years; and it was held that his assignees were entitled to claim 
the whole premium, upon the ground that the contract was ful- 
filled when the partnership.was constituted, and that it “ ended 
by an event by which it was in its nature liable to be de- 
termined.” It was said that “ upon admission the whole price 
became according to the terms of the agreement debitum in 
presenti although solvendum in futuro. In equity as well as 
at law the contract has been performed, and the consideration 
must be paid.” Since the decision, however, in that case, 
there have been several others by courts of equity in effect 
disavowing the doctrine there asserted. Of these the latest 
important decision was that of Vice-Chancellor Stuart in 
Freeland v. Stansfeld, 2 Sm. & Giff. 479, in which the 
facts were precisely the same as those in Akhurst v. Jack- 
son, but the decision altogether opposite. The Vice- 
Chancellor held that the partner who had paid the pre- 
mium was entitled as against the estate of the bankrupt 
partner to a return of a rateable proportion of the premium. 
Sir John Romilly, M.R., has also in several cases adopted the 
same principle, treating the premium as having been paid for 
the whole term of partnership, and it is probable that this 
rule would be held to apply in every case where the partnership 
is prematurely dissolved from whatever cause except the fraud 
or misconduct of the partner claiming to recover back a portion 
of his premium, 

The question raised in all such cases is not dissimilar to 
that which has sometimes arisen between professional men and 
their articled clerks, and also between masters and their ap- 
prentices. There is hardly any room for doubt that a court of 
equity considers that upon the death of an attorney during the 
articles of the clerk the estate of the former is liable for « pro- 
portion of the premium; and courts of common law have 
sometimes, but not always, adopted the same rule. Re Thomp- 
son, 1 Exch. 864, is a decision of a common law Court upon 
the correlative question arising upon the death of an articled 
clerk during articles. ‘There the Court of Exchequer refused 
to order an attorney to repay any portion of a premium of 
200 guineas received by him with an articled clerk who died 
within a month after he was articled. No doubt a court of 
equity would have decided this case in the same way, as it 
would also the analogous case of a partner who had paid a 
premium but died before the expiration of the term of part- 
nership. 





REAL PROPERTY. 
DrvisE.—ExPress CONDITION. 
Wright v. Wilkin, Ex. C., 10 W. R. 403. 

One of the points determined by the Court of Exchequer 
Chamber in this case, confirming the Court of Queen’s Bench, 
was that the word “condition” made use of by a testatrix in 
her will was not there used in the strict technical sense of a 
“condition,” the non-performance of which would operate 
to work a forfeiture of the estate; but that it was rather used 
in the sense of terms impesed by the testatrix, such as would 
create a trust which the devisee taking the “legal estate 
would be bound in equity to perform.” The question arose 
upon a devise of lands to A. “ upon express condition,” that A. 
should pay certain legacies within twelve months from. the 
decease of the testatrix, It was said (Sug. Pow. 122, 7th ed.) 
“in regard to estates upon condition, we may observe that 
what would be, by the old law, deemed an estate upon con- 
dition, would now perhaps almost in every case be construed a 
devise in fee upon trust; and by this construction, instead of 
the heir taking advantage of the condition broken, the cestui 
que trust can compel an observance of the trust by a suit in 
equity,” and to the same effect it is stated in 2 Jarm. Wills 
(7, note c., 2nd ed.) The testatrix had also charged all her 
real and personal estate with the payment of her debts and 
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certain legacies there enumerated, the personal estate being 
insufficient for that purpose. The real estate came to the 
hands of the devisee charged with such payment; therefore, it 
was contended that it never could have been the intention of 
the testatrix that the devisee should only take a defeasible 
estate in such lands, inasmuch as he would be compelled to pay 
the debts and legacies either by sale or mortgage of such real 
estate, and consequently the words upon ‘‘ express condition ” 
must be treated as words of confidence and trust, and not as 
creating a condition at law. On this part of the case, in the 
Court of Queen’s Bench below, Crompton, J., is reported (7 Jur. 
N.S. 444) as follows:—“ How could the devisee give a good 
title and convey a good estate to the purchaser? Because it 
is quite’clear, if he has only a defeasible estate—which is the 
argument—he cannot give more than a defeasible estate at law. 
The heir in such a case might then clearly enter at law upon 
the purchaser. That would be a very jnst reason for holding 
that this was not a condition in the strict sense of the word.” 


COMMON LAW. 
Marine InsuRANCE—PARTICULAR AND GENERAL AVERAGE. 


The Great Indian Peninsula Railway Compnny v. Saunders, 
Ex. C,, 10 W. R. 520. 


The Court of Exchequer Chamber, in this case, confirming 
the Court of Queen’s Bench below (1 E. B. & S. 41), held that 
the underwriters were not liable, under the following circum- 
stances. The plaintiffs had insured in London for Bombay 
certain iron rails, freight paid before hand, “ ship lost or not 
lost.” The vessel was, by the perils of the sea, disabled, and 
obliged to put into Plymouth in such a state that she was not 
worth repairing. The rails were landed undamaged, and were 
sent on by the plaintiffs, by another ship, at a cost of about 
£800. By the policy of insurance effected on these rails, they 
were warranted, “ free from particular average, unless the ship 
be stranded, sunk, or burnt.” There was also the usual ‘‘ labour 
clause.” 

The question for the opinion of the Court was, whether the 
defendant as one of the underwriters was liable, under the above 
policy of insurance, to pay the plaintiffs a proportion of the 
£800 payable for extra freight. The Court held that this was 
an insurance for a total loss only, and no such total loss having 
occurred, the extra freight was not recoverable against the 
underwriters: In Mumford v, The Commercial Insurance Com- 
pany (5 Johns. 262), the insured, upon a policy in which there 
was no warranty against particular average, was held to be 
entitled to recover in the courts of New York on a similar claim 
to this. Blackburn, J., in delivering the judgment of the 
Court of Queen’s Bench, in the Great Indian Peninsula Rail. 
way Company v. Saunders (in referring to the above decision in 
Mumford v. The Commercial Insurance Company) is reported 
(7 Jur. N. S. 824) as follows:—‘“ No such decision has been 
come to in the courts of this country; and we are not called 
upon in this case to determine, whether, in the absence of such 
a warranty, the ies could or could not recover, for we are 
of opinion that if they could recover, it would be on the ground 
that the disbursement for the extra freight was a part of the 
loss occasioned by the owner of these particular goods by the 
perils of the sea, or in other words ‘a particular average’ on 





these goods, and therefore within the warranty.” 


The definition of “ particular average” is laid down in (2 
Phill, Ins. p, 183) to be a loss borne wholly by the party upon 
whose property it takes place,” and is so called in distinction 
from a “ general average,” to which different parties contribute. 
Tt is also stated by the same learned author, that ‘‘ an insurance 
against ‘total loss only,’ and an insurance ‘free from particular 
average’ are equivalent terms.” It was contended in this case 
that had the vessel put into a port on the voyage where there 
was no other vessel into which the goods could be transhipped 
for the purpose of being carried to their destination, there would 
have been a total loss of the goods, and, under such circum- 
stances, the master would have been entitled to recover from 
the underwriter under the terms of the policy. Blackburn, J., 
on this part of the case, says (p. 825), “ we must put the same 
construction on this policy as if it had been expressed to be 
against total loss and general average only; and if so, it is self- 
evident that the claim in the present case cannot be in any 
‘way treated as a total loss or a general average.” 

it was also contended that the underwriters ought to be held 
liable for the expenses which the plaintiff had incurred to save 
an impending loss in transhipping and forwarding the goods 
under the “labour clause,” which authorises the insured to 
‘labour for the preservation of the subject matter of the insu- 


; rance. The same question was mooted in the case of Shipton 


v. Thornton, 9 Ad. & El. 336, where it was said, if the tran- 
shipment can only be effected at a higher rate than the original 


| rate of freight, which party is to stand the loss? In Rosette v. 
| Gurney, 11 C. B. 176,15 Jur. 1178, it was expressly decided 
| that when the cost of transhipment of the goods into a 


vessel exceeded the value of the goods when forwarded to : 
destination, then the loss would be total, and under a similar 
policy to the one in question the underwriters would be liable 
for the claim made upon them. 

Erle, C.J., in giving judgment in the Court of Exchequer 
Chamber, in the case of The Great Indian Peninsula Raiboay 
Company v. Saunders, says—“ Had the owner of the goods 
when they were in his possession, in an undamyged state, the 
option of abandoning and turning them into a total loss? 
Clearly he could not have maintained a right todo so. Then 
if that is so it cannot be maintained that the £800 that he paid 
after he received the goods back in perfect safety had any re- 
lation at all to the preventing of the impending total loss. 
question of total loss was over; the goods were in safety in his 
possession ; the money was paid for them, and that has nothing 
to do with ‘ labouring’ to prevent the loss to which this policy 
would apply.” 


Executory CONnTRACT—SALE OF Goops, 
Boswell v. Kilborn, Pr, C., 10 W. R. 517. 


The rule of law in respect of executory contracts on the 
sale of goods may be stated thus:-~Where nothing remains to 
be done on the part of the vendor as between himself and the 
buyer, before the goods purchased are to be delivered, the pro- 
perty in the goods immediately passes to the buyer, and that 
in the price to the seller (per Holroyd, J., in Tarling v. 
Bazter, 6 B. & Cr. 364).| But where any act remains to be 
done on the part of the seller, then the property does not pass 
until that act has been done: Smith’s Merc. Law, 438; 
4th ed. In Gilmore v. Supple, 11 Moo. P. C. C. 551, it was 
ruled that if the seller has to do something to the goods sold, 
before the contract is complete, the property will not be 
changed until he has done it, or waived his right to do so. It 
was said in Gillett v. Hill, 2 C. & M. 530, per Bayley, B., that 
the cases may be divided into two classes, one in which, though 
a bargain and sale of the specific goods has taken place, yet 
as something remains to be done to them by the seller, the 
property remains in him till that is done, and not pass, to 
the vendor so as to enable him to maintain trover. The other 
case is where the contract is for a certain quantity of goods 
out of a larger quantity—then, before a selection takes place 
by the vendor, no individuality is ascertained in the part sold 
so as to maintain an action for trover by the vendee, 

So whenever the sale is of things which are sold by weight, 
number, or measure, the sale will not be complete, and the 
property comprised therein will not pass, although the specific 
goods are ascertained, unless they have been either weighed, 
counted, or measured, so as to ascertain the price which is to 
be paid for them: Hanson v. Mayor, 6 East. 614. The 
reason assigned for this in Black. Cont. for Sale, 122, is, 
“ that until the parties are agreed upon the specific individual 
goods the contract can be no more than to supply geods an- 
swering a particular description, and since the vendor would 
fulfil his part of the contract by furnishing any parcel of 
goods answering to that description, and the purchaser could 
not object to them, if they did answer that description, it is 
clear that there could be no intention to transfer the 
in any particular lot of goods more than another until it is 
ascertained which are the very goods sold. 

One of the points decided in the case of Cunliffe vy. Harri- 
son, 6 Ex. 903, was that a written contract by which certain 
parties had bound themselves to take ten hogsheads of wine 
was not executed, as fifteen and not ten hogsheads had been 
delivered, and no particular ten had been selected out of the 
fifteen 


In the present case of Boswell v. Kilborn the 
Council followed the above decisions, in holding that when 
there was a sale by weight or measure, and any acts remained 
to be done to regulate the identity of the goods delivered, no 
action could be maintained to recover the price of the same. 

When the vendor appropriates part of such goods for the 
benefit of the vendee, the pi ‘y in the part appropriated 
passes to the vendee (Rohde v. Thwaites, 6 B. & Cr. 392), 
although the vendor is not bound to part with the possession 
until he is paid the price. ‘The question of appropriation on 
the part of the vendor, and assent on the; part of the vendee, 

unascertained 





when the property consists of an bulk, is a 
matter entirely within the province of the jury {2 determine 
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The rule is thus stated in Black. Cont. for Sale, 127, “such 
an appropriation is revocable by the party who made it and not 
binding on the other party, unless it was made either in pur- 
suance of an authority to make the election conferred by the 
agreement, or unless the act is subsequently, and before its 
revocation, ratified by the other party: vid. Aldridge v. John- 
son, 7 E. & B, 885. 


—_—__—__—_———_--- 


Correspondence. 


Recent DEciIsions.—SoLicitorR AND CLIENT. 


In your remarks on the subject of “ purchases by solicitors 
from clients,” you appear to intimate that the rule in regard to 
purchases by trustees or executors (of the trust estate) has 
been relaxed of late years. Will you have the goodness to 
specify in your next impression any authorities to that effect. 
In Edwards v. Meyrick, 2 Hare, 60, V. C. Wigram expressly 
distinguishes between solicitors and trustees. “ Purchases by 
the former,” he says, ‘‘ are highly objectionable, and will always 
undergo the most rigid investigation; but they are not, as in 
the case of trustees, affected with an absolute incapacity to 
purchase.” The dictum of Lord Eldon in Cook v. Collingridge, 
Jacob. 607, is cited by Lords Cottenham and Langdale as 
established law. In Wedderburu v. Wedderburn, 4 My. & Cr. 
41, the words of the former are, that ‘‘the Court will not in- 
quire whether the transaction was fair or otherwise, but says at 
once it shall not stand.’ The deduction of Chancellor Kent, 
on a review of the whole series of English decisions, is that no 
fiduciary purchase whatever can be sustained against impeach- 
ment, 

The truth is that we are approaching to a state of chaos, and 
unless the freaks of “equity” (which, in modern chancery 
reports, is something very like law run mad) are speedily re- 
strained by legislation, we shall be in the midst of chaos. It 
is surely an axiom and a truism that law should speak in the 
same voice from every judgment seat, for otherwise how can 
‘‘jurisprudence” vindicate her name. Can there be a providen- 
tia juris if an “ appeal” to equitable jurisdiction is little else 
than a speculation on the frame and temper of one judicial 
mind? It seems to be overlooked in many quarters that till 
the other day chancery judges had been common law practi- 
tioners, versed in the ‘‘ exact science” of pleading, and accus- 
tomed to the practical application of the rules of evidence. Ot 
the holders of the Great Seal, from Lord Harcourt (1718) to 
Lord Cottenham, all, I think, but two, had been common law 
judges. But to demonstrate how purblind is the “equity” 
mind, even to near objects, let me mention that when Lord 
Kingsdown remarked, two years ago, that common lawyers 
were “necessarily incapable” of comprehending the “ mystical 
lore” of chancery, he spoke in the hearing of four noble lords 
—a chancellor and three ex-chancellors—Lords Campbell, 
Chelmsford, Lyndhurst, and Brougham—not one of whom, I 
dare to aver, ever drew a bill or answer in his life. M. A, 





SoLicitors’ VOLUNTEER Corps. 

In my letter to you last week I said that solicitors and 
articled clerks “had done nothing for the defence of their 
country.” In speaking thus, I, of course, spoke of them as a 
body, not individually. 

The meeting to which some of your correspondents refer in 
1859, cannot be said to have been ratified by the profession at 
large, since it was confined to members of the Law Society; 
and I must say I think a very great mistake was committed in 
calling a meeting for the furtherance of a public movement, 
and at the same time refusing to admit any but a particular 
class of persons. It must also be borne in mind that perhaps 
two-thirds of the members ot the Law Society have attained 
an age when they would look forward with anything but plea- 
sure to hard drills and fatiguing field days; and therefore I sub- 
mit that leaving the matter entirely to those gentlemen was 
not giving the movement a fair trial. 

I consider the decision they arrived at—viz., “ that the pro- 
fession would best assist and give effect to the general move- 
ment by joining the particular corps which afforded the readi- 
est and easiest means for drill and practice ””—quite incorrect, 
and I appeal to your volunteer readers if it is not certain that 
@ vast number of solicitors would have joined a corps (more 
particularly a celebrated one) confined to their own class, who 
would not have entered local ones, in which there are often 
many disagreeable drawbacks. I still think, if a bond fide 
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meeting were held, and the subject fairly discussed, a first-rate 
corps could be organised. 

The great importance of the subject is my excuse for 
troubling you with this letter, and begging you will insert it, I 
still sign myself © ONE WHO WOULD JOIN IMMEDIATELY. 

Lincoln’s Inn, May 26, 1862. 


ARTICLED CLERKs’ EXAMINATION. 

Your correspondent “G. A, J.” in your last week’s impres- 
sion, seems to forget that graduates of the universities need 
only be articled for three years, and consequently that gradu- 
ates who were articled in January, 1861, will have served hal 
their time in July next. S. N. M. 

May 26, 1862. 





Depatine Society ror UNartICLED Law CLERKS. 

In answer to an inquiry in your impression of last week, I 
beg to state that a society has recently been formed for unar- 
titled law clerks, which is called “ the Marylebone Law Clerks 
Debating Society,” and which meets at No, 25, Great Quebec- 
street, Marylebone-road, every Monday evening, at half-past 
eight. 

A few really working members are required. ; 

The present members are anxious to establish a society in 
which each member will, in rotation, have to provide a subject 
for discussion or to give a reading. The society aims at bei 
self-supporting, and it is proposed that a small subscription 
be payable in advance to cover actual expenses. The society 
has the use of a spacious hall on very moderate terms. 

I believe there is another society for junior law clerks. — 

Our society does not enrol members under the age of eight- 
een years. JOHN GREENFEILD, Secretary pro. tem. 

May, 27, 1862. 


—_—_——~»——-- _ 


Societies and Enstitutions. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 

The second public dinner of this institution, which was 
established in 1858 for the relief of poor and necessitous 
attorneys, solicitors, and procturs in England and Wales, their 
wives, widows, and families, was held on Wednesday, the 20th 
inst., at the Albion Hotel, Aldersgate-street, when the Right 
Honourable Lord Chelmsford presided over an assemblage of up- 
wards of 100 influential members of the profession of the law. His 
lordship was supported by Mr. Bristow (the new solicitor to the 
Admiralty), Mr. Russell (solicitor general to the county 
palatine of Durham), Mr. Secondary Potter, the Hon. Major 
Thesiger, Mr. Jollifie (of the Chancery bar), Mr. Maugham 
(secretary of the Law Institute), Mr. G. Brown, Messrs. 
Bower, Blandy, Hoole, H. T. Young, Upperton, Viley, Ton, 
Pilcher, &c. Mr. James Anderton (trustee, and chairman 
of the board of directors) occupied the vice-chair. 

The customary toasts having been given, 

In proposing “The Lord Chancellor and her Majesty’s 
Judges,” the noble Chairman said he was recently present at 
a trial in Rome, which was represented in the Roman papers 
as having attracted his admiration to such an extent that he . 
had not been able to forbear expressing it to the judges; the 
fact being that he had all along denounced the whole pro- 
ceedings as the greatest perversion of justice that he had ever 
witnessed. In our own country the judges were not only pre- 
eminently learned, but, above all, honest. Justice was said to 
be blind. In England that was true in one respect only: it 
was blind to the difference of rank of the litigants; in other 
respects English justice made full use of its eyes, it detected 
and endeavoured to uphold the smallest rights of the poor. 

The CHarrMan, in proposing the next toast, “* The Bar,” 
said he could not forget that for nearly forty years he was eon- 
nected with that body, and that to it he owed all the dis- 
tinction that he had attained; but he was sure that no one 
present would dissent from him when he said it was of the 
greatest importance to the country that we should possess an 
upright, fearless, and independent bar. It was of advantage 
even to the best of the judges themselves to be constantly ad- 
ministering justice in the eye and under the observation of a 
body of learned counsel ; and with to the leat 5 
their interests, their liberties, and even lives 
depend upon the exertions of a fearless body of advocates. 
The deep interest which he took in all that concerned the bar 
made him feel most acutely when anything occurred which 
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tended to diminish the estimation in which he desired they 
should be held by the public; but he was happy in looking 
through their ranks to find that they possessed still men of 
the greatest intellect, men who would fearlessly perform their 
duty in whatever circumstances they might be placed, and 
who would constitute a protection and a guard to the public 
against the invasion of any of their interests. He begged to 


propose “ The Bar,” and to couple with it the name of Mr. | 


Russell. 

Mr. Kussell briefly replied. 

The Chairman then rose and said—The course of our pro- 
ceedings this night has brought me at last to the interesting 
subject which has assembled us all here. Your presence 
indicates that your hearts are in the good work. When the 
— of your proceedings was first placed in my hands, con- 
sidering what an important and extensive body the solicitors 
of England are, and what an open field, therefore, is left for 


the unsuccessful struggles of life, and the varied fortunes of | 


professional men, I certainly was struck with some surprise | 


that this admirable association should have been of such recent 
origin (hear, hear). I thought that the necessity for it must 
have long been felt; and as I knew what the feelings of the 
profession were, I should have anticipated that the moment a 
proposal for such an establishment was made, it would imme- 


. diately be responded to, and that its growth would be that of 


manhood in a day. It has been wisely ordained by Providence 
that all of us should be attached to what has been called the 
“platoon of society” to which we belong. From that results 
that esprit de corps which gives union and strength to bodies 
of men in a nation. Benevolence is a duty of us all; but 
general benevolence, without specific object, is likely to “ run 
to waste,” or to “water the desert.’”’ The object opens a 
channel into which benevolent minds may turn their streams 
with advantage. There is a common and vulgar maxim, 
that “charity begins at home,” and from necessity it must be 
80; for within our domestic circle we find the first object 
of interest and of duty, and you know how the person is cha- 
racterised “who cares not for his own house.” There is 
nothing vicious in the maxim: it is only in the application 
of it, when charity indulges in domestic habits, and never 
roams abroad; but when it comes out to seek for objects 
it is generally first attracted by relations which exist in 
society, and which produce something like a corporate feel- 
ing amongst its members. Reflecting on this subject, I have 
felt that the members of your profession have peculiar claims 
eal jy consideration and regard. You are properly con- 
sid by the public to be gentlemen of wealth, of import- 
ance, of intelligence; and if the poor and sorrowing members 
of your profession meet with no regard from you, is it likely 
that they will be cared for by any other persons? It is not 
for that vulgar prejudice to the occupation which is more 
expressed in words than felt in heart; but it is upon fair 
and legitimate ground that any objection to relieve the 
members of this profession would be felt by the public, 
They would say they are sufficient of themselves to relieve 
their own members, and if they neglect them it must be 
because the necessitous member is not a proper object of 
regard. You, therefore, by refusing to assist those who 
have a claim upon you not only shut your own doors against 
them, but you stop those avenues to relieve which would 
otherwise be open. You have, however, recognised your 
responsibility, and you have responded to it in the establish- 
ment of this associatiop. You have planted; it is your duty 
to water, and. to take care for the increase, And you will 
remember what the fruits are that you will gather. You 
will have the satisfaction probably of feeling that you 
have bound up many a broken heart torn in the unsuc- 
cessful conflicts of life, and that you have dried the tear of 
many a widow and many an orphan. To the young of the 
pestonem, just entering upon their career, full of that 
moyancy and confidence which in themselves are almost 
an earnest of success, I should be sorry to say anythi 
which would check their generous aspirations; but I woul 
entreat them for a moment to pause and consider how pre- 
carious are all the blessings which we enjoy in this life; how 
a sudden stroke of illness, an unexpected turn of fortune—it 
may be the withdrawing of the helping hand which has sup- 
ported the doubtful and uncertain step on the commencement 
of their career—may throw upon them the necessity for that 
aid which we are now called upon to provide for those whose 
career has not been one of success. Those members of the 
—— who, through a long and honourable course of life 
ve attained a high and eminent position, I would entreat to 
look back upon what might have happened in their career if a 











| gracious Providence had not seconded their own honest en- 
| deavours, and to give upon the present occasion as a thank- 
offering to that Providence who has “made them to differ ” 
from their less fortunate brethren. To all of you I say, this 
is your own work. It depends upon you whether it shall 
decay, or grow into a boundless blessing. I entreat you to 
lay your hands to the work, not to relax in your endeavours 
not to desert the edifice which has been begun so nobly, and 
, leave it incomplete. Do not expose yourselves to the scoff of 
having it said, “ These men began to build, and they were not 
able to finish.” I beg leave to propose, “ Success to the Solici- 
tors’ Benevolent Association.” 

The toast having been received with acclamation, the 
Secretary (Mr. Eiffe), then proceeded to read out the sub- 
scriptions of the evening, which amounted in the aggregate to 
nearly £700, 

Other toasts connected with the society and its officers 
brought the proceedings to a close. 


ecient enone 


@bdituarp. 


JOHN TINLEY, ESQ., OF NORTH SHIELDS. 


Within the last few days the profession has lost one of its 
Most prominent and respected provincial members, We allude 
to the death of Mr. John Tinley, of North Shields, which 
took place at Hurworth, near Croft,on the 22nd inst.; one 
who for very many years was looked up to by his fellow towns- 
men and neighbours as a bright example of good and useful 
citizenship. There are, we believe, few large provincial towns 
in England in which at‘ least one or two members of our pro- 
fession would not be at once pointed out as amongst the best 
local specimens of upright and honourable men, distinguished 
by public spirit and usefulness. The training which solicitors 
undergo, and the character of their every day business, no 
doubt fits them in a pecaliar manner for affording effective aid 
in the conduct of municipal affairs, and’in the promotion of 
charitable and other important institutions of the town; so that 
if we were to enumerate the various public duties of this kind 
which were wenger | discharged by the late Mr, Tinley in the 
important town of North Shields we should, perhaps, say little 
more than might be said of many other solicitors occupying a 
similar position relatively to their fellow townsmen elsewhere; 
yet, judging by the accounts which the local newspapers 
give of the deep and general gloom cast over all classes 
of the community by the death of Mr. Tinley, we cannot but 
feel that the event requires some special notice at our hands. 
The Newcastle Daily Journal of Tuesday last contains a 
highly interesting article upon the subject, from which we 
extract the following:— 

“ His remains were laid in their final resting place in the family 
vault inthe Old Abbey Burial Ground, at Tynemouth, the funeral 
service being read by the Rev. G. B. P. Lattimer, of St. Paul’s, 
Birmingham, an old friend of the deceased. Mr. Tinley was fol- 
lowed to the grave by hundreds who had known and respected 
him in his lifetime; and it was a most touching spectacle, the 
solemn procession being formed of all classes, High and low, 
rich and poor, met alike to pay the last tribute of esteem for 
the departed. Commissioner of His Grace the Duke of 
Northumberland, the Mayor, and several members of the 
Corporation of Tynemouth, the chairman, vice chairman, and 
most of the Board of Guardians, a large body of the other 
gentlemen and tradesmen of the town and neighbourhood, and 
about 200 sailors and watermen, with many mechanics and 
labourers, attendad to look their last upon what remained of 
the good old man. The shops in the town were closed, phen | 
other possible respect was paid to the memory of the d 

“ Mr. Tinley was born in 1788, and was the second son of 
Mr. Thomas Tinley, of North Shields, He was educated ‘at 
Houghton-le-Spring, and in 1804 was articled to the late Mr. 
John Matthews, North Shields. After serving the usual 
clerkship, he was admitted a solicitor in Michaelmas Term, 
1810, and had, consequently, at the time of his death, been in 
practice for upwards of half a century. Hg was married at 
Stoke Newington, London, to Miss Browne, of that place, on 
the 25th October, 1813, his brother, Mr. Thomas Tinley, 
being married on the same day, at Tynemouth parish chars 
to Miss Young, of North Shields. His family consisted of 
four sons and one daughter, of whom only one survives him, 
Mr. Harry George Tinley. During his long and useful life 
he acquired a degree of ——_ and esteem rarely met with, 
and the name of ‘ John Tinley’ ,was familiar to every one 
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not only in his native town, but in the whole of the North of 
England 

“Mr. Tinley, during his lifetime, filled nearly every public 
office in the town, with tiie exception of the mayoralty, which 
honour he always declined. He was, however, successively 
a councilman and an alderman of the borough. In 1818 he 
obtained a commission in the yeomanry cavalry, and remained 
in that corps for some years. He was elected vestry clerk in 
1816, and retained the office until his death. He was an 
active promoter of the North Shields Improvement Act, and 
was a joint clerk to the commissioners with Mr. Richard 
Medcalf until the passing of the Municipal Reform Bill. He 
was clerk to the North and South Shields Ferry Company 
from its formation in 1829, and also clerk to the Coal Turn 
Commissioners. He was a trustee and president of the Good 
Design Benefit Society for the last 40 years, and filled the 
same office in the Loyal Standard Society for nearly a similar 
period, President of the Literary and Philosophical Society, 
and of the Mechanics’ Institute, chairman of the Local Board 
of Health, secretary of the Shipowners’ Society, chairman of 
the Board of Guardians, from the formation of the union to 
the present year, president of the Tynemouth Cricket Club, 
and a constant subscriber to almost every charitable and useful 
institution in the neighbourhood. 

“In the year 1887 the late Mr. John T. B. Tinley entered 
into partnership with his father, and the business was carried 
on.in the name of ‘J. and J. T. B. Tinley.’ Shortly after 
the death of the former, in 1854, Mr. Tinley took into part- 
nership Mr. Charles Adamson, and the firm has, since that 
time, been ‘Tinley and Adamson.’ 

“In former years, Mr. Tinley was a keen politician, and 
strongly (onservative in his principles. All who recollect the 
two memorable contested elections for Northumberland, in 
1826, will remember the great interest taken in them by Mr. 
Tinley, and it was generally supposed at the time that the 
present Lord Ravensworth (then the Honourable Henry 
Thomas Liddell) was in a great measure indebted to Mr. 
Tinley’s exertions and influence in the East Division of Castle 
Ward, for the proud position he occupied at the close of the 
poll in the second election. 

“ Amongst the numerous addresses and testimonials which 
Mr. Tinley received in his lifetime, none gave him so much 
pleasure as the presentation of a handsome silver snuff-box, 
bearing the inscription, ‘Remember poor Jack,’ subscribed 
for in pence by the seamen of the Tyne. This he justly 
looked upon as something, indeed, to be proud of. A splendid 
service of plate was presented to him in the year 1845, in 
recognition of his public services. With this was given a copy 
of the inscription, beautifully framed, with the autographs of 
the subscribers, some hundreds in number, including those of 
Lord Ravensworth, George Hudson, Robert Stephenson, 
Matthew Bel], and many other public and distinguished men,” 

Mr. Tinley was always an earnest helper in whatever 
appertained to the socia] advancement of the profession to which 
he belonged, and was among the first of the numerous pro- 
vincial solicitors who joined together with more than a hur- 
dred metropolitan solicitors to start this journal, in the welfare 
of which he took a warm interest. 


a oe 2 be 
General Orders. 


Court of Chancery. 
Petition or Rieut. 
Saturday, the 1st day of February, 1862. 

The Right Honourable Richard, Baron Westbury, Lord 
High Chancellor of Great Britain, by and with the advice and 
assistance of the Right Honourable Sir John Romilly, Master 
of the Rolls, and the Honourable the Vice-Chancellor Sir 
Richard Torin Kindersley, doth hereby, in pursuance and exe- 
cution of the powers given by the Statute 23 & 24 Vict. c. 
34, and of all other powers and authorities enabling him in this 
behalf, order and direct in manner following :— 


I 
Upon her Majesty’s fiat being obtained to any petition of 
right presented in pursuance of the said Act, and intituled in 
the Court of Chancery, such petition, with the fiat thereon, 
together with a printed copy of such petition and fiat (if the 
petition is in writing), shall be filed at the office of the clerks 
of records and writs. . 
I 


Every such petition, or the printed copy thereof, so filed 
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shall be marked with the words “ Lord Chancellor ” or “ Mas- 
ter of the Rolls,” and if with the words “ Lord Chancellor,” 
then also with the title of the Vice-Chancellor before whom it 
is intended to be prosecuted. 

Ill. 

Every copy of a petition of right left at the office of the 
solicitor of the treasury in pursuance of the said Act, and 
every copy of a petition of right served upon or left at the 
last, or usual, or last known place of abode of any person 
under the provisions of that Act shall be a printed copy, sealed 
with the seal of the office of the clerks of records and writs, 
in the same manner as copies of bills are now sealed. And 
the leaving or serving of any copy not printed or not sealed 
with the office seal shall be of no effect for any of the pur- 
poses of the said Act. 

IV 


A suppliant in any petition under the said Act desiring to 
file interrogatories for the examination of any person or per- 
sons who may be required to plead or answer thereto (other 
than her Majesty’s Attorney-General), shall file such inter- 
rogatories at the same time as such petition. And a copy ex- 
amined and marked by the clerks of records and writs, of the 
interrogatories which any respondent is required to answer 
shall be served upon such respondent, together with the copy 
of the petition. 





; # 

Any person who might be admitted to prosecute a suit in 
this court in forma pauperis may be admitted to prosecute in 
Sorma pauperis a petition of right intituled in this court. And 
any person who might, if a defendant to an ordinary suit in 
this court, have been admitted to defend in forma pauperis 
may be admitted to make his defence in formé pauperts to any 
petition of right instituted in this court which he may be re- 
quired to plead or answer to. But no person shall be admitted 
to prosecute any pow in forma pauperis without a certifi- 
cate of counsel that he conceives the case to be proper for 
relief in this court. 

Vi 

The same orders and rules shall apply with regard to any 
person admitted to sue or defend in formd pauperis under 
these orders as are applicable with regard to paupers in suits 
between subject and subject. 

Vil. 

So far as the same may be applicable, and except in so far as 
may be inconsistent with the said Act and with the preceding 
orders, the General Orders from time to time in force as to 
proceedings in suits in this court, and the practice and course 
of ing in this court in reference to such suits, shall be 
applicable, and apply and extend to proceedings in this court 
in petitions under the said Act, which are, for the purpose of 
this order, to be considered as bills. 

Vill. 

The duties which under the said Act and the said order 
may be required to be performed by officers of this cour 
shall be by the offieers respectively, who per- 
form duties of a similar nature in suits in this court 
between subject and subject. And the fees and allowances 
payable to all officers and solicitors of this court, in respect 
of matters under the said Act, shall be such fees and allow. 
ances as, by the practice of the court and the General Orders 
from time to time in force, they are entitled to take and charge 
for similar proceedings in cases between subject and subject. 

Wesrsury, C 
Joun Romiu.x, M. R. 
Ricuarp T. Kinpersiey, V. C. 





Prmtine or AFFIDAVITS, 

The Right Honorable Richard Baron Westbury, Lord High 
Chancellor of Great Britain, by and with tho advice and assis- 
tance of the Right Honorable Sir John Romilly, Master of the 
Rolls, the Honourable the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard Torin 
Kindersley, the Honourable the Vice-Chancellor Sir John Stuart, 
and the Honorable the Vice-Chancellor Sir William Page 
Wood, doth hereby, in pursuance and execution of the powers 
given by the statute 15 & 16 Vict., c. 86, and ofall other 
powers and authorities enabling him in that behalf, order and 
direct in manner following :-— 

I. 

All affidavits and depositions which are to be used on the 
hearing of any cause in which issue shall be joined, or a notice 
of motion for a decree served after the eighteenth day of June, 
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one thousand eight hundred and sixty-two, shall be printed 
except as hereinafter mentioned. 
Il. 
Such affidavits and depositions shall be printed under the 
lirection and superintendence of the clerks of records and 
writs, upon paper of such kind and dimensions and with such 
ype as are prescribed by the General Order for the printing of 
bills, and in all other respects in such form and manner as the 
clerks of records and writs shall deem to be most convenient; 
and the expense of such printing shall be paid out of the 
same fund and in like manner as the expense of making office 
copies is now paid. 


I. 

Solicitors and parties, on filing affidavits hereby required to 
be printed, are to leave with the clerks of records and writs 
a fair copy of each affidavit filed, such copy to be written 
on draft paper, on one side only, and to be certified by the 
solicitor or party,.to be a correct copy of the affidavit filed, 


IV. 

In a cause in which issue is joined, the clerks of records and 
writs shall, upon the application of any party to the suit, cause 
such affidavits and depositions (other than depositions taken on 
the oral cross-examination of witnesses who have made such 
affidavits) to be printed after the expiration of the time fixed 
for closing the evidence. And such last-mentioned depositions, 
after the expiration of the time allowed for the oral cross-ex- 
amination of such witnesses. 


In a cause in which a notice of motion for a decree is served, 
the clerks of records and writs shall, upon the application of 
any party to the suit, cuuse the affidavits filed on behalf of tho 
plaintiffs, the affidavits, filed on behalf of the defendants, 
and the affidavits of the plaintiffs in reply, to be printed 
after the times respectively allowed for filing each set of such 
affidavits, and the depositions taken on the oral cross-examina- 
tion of the witnesses who have made such affidavits after such 
depositions shall have been filed. 


VI. 

Every party who files an affidavit or causes depositions to 
be taken, is to take from the clerks of records and writs a 
printed copy of every affidavit filed by him, and of all such 
depositions, for which he is to pay in stamps at the rate of 
twopence per folio and unless such copy is taken, he is not to 
be allowed anything in the taxation of costs in respect of such 
affidavit or depositions. 

VI. 


All parties are to be at liberty to take from the clerks of 
records and writs as many other printed copies of their own 
and of their opponents’ affidavits and depositions as they may 
require, on paying for the same in stamps at the rate of one 
penny per folio. 

VIII. 


Solicitors are to be allowed, on the taxation of costs, the 
same fees for printed copies of the affidavits and depositions 
used for the briefs of counsel as solicitors are now allowed for 
written copies; and in country agency causes they are also to 
be allowed at the rate of fourpence per folio for one other 
printed copy of the affidavits and depositions of the opposite 
party, but for all other printed copies which may be necessarily 
used in the progress of the cause, solicitors are to be allowed 
only the sums actually paid for the same. 

Affidavits and depositions which shall have been filed for 
the purpose of any interlocutory application, and of which 
office copies shall have been taken for that purpose, are ex- 
cepted from the operation of this order. 

Wesrrvry, C. 

Joun Romitry, M,R. 

Ricup. T. Kinpersiey, Y.C. 
Joun Stuart, V.C. 

W. P. Woon, V.C. 


sil | 
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Admission of Attorneys. 


Queen's Bench, 
NOTICES OF ADMISSION. 
In and on the last day of Trinity Term, 1862. 


{The clerks’ names appear in small capitals and the attorneys to whom 
articled or assigned follow in ordinary type.) 


Apaus, Grorar.—E. Hodgkinson, Little Tower-street. 





BrecxincuaM, Harry Hucues,—George Blakey, Newport; 
George Johnson, 7, King’s-bench-walk, Temple. 

Bennett, Norman.—W, ‘Bennett, Chapel-en-te-Frith. 

Bennett, SAMUEL Nevitt.—G. Rawson, Nottingham; R. N. 
Bennett, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Bop1it, Josep 1 —H. Southall, Birmingham. 

Brice, Ricnarp.—W. W. Dyne, 1, Lincoln’s-inn-fields; H 
Dyne, Bruton, Somerset. 

Bucxton, Joun Georce.—J. Buckton, Wrexham. 

Burnaby, THomas FrepericK.—G. Tallents, Newark-on- 
Trent. 

Ciark, James Bricos.—H. Aston, 2, New Broad-street, City. 

CuaRKE, Witt1aM Bengamin,—E. R, Palmer, Great Yar- 
mouth. 

Evens, Epwarp Luscomps.—W. J. Little, Devonport; H. 
W. Reeves, Lincoln’s-inn fields. 

Haywarp, Joux.—F. Hayward, Needham-market, Suffolk. 

Jones, W1tt1amM.—W. Hughes, Conway. 

Krucer, Henry James.—C. Fiddey, 3, Harcourt-buildings, 
Inner Temple; C. Bevan, Bristol. 

Lucas, JAmMEs.—J. H. Todd, Winchester. 

Mercatr, WitL1Aam Marwoop.—J. W. Bolton, 4, Elm-court , 
Temple, 

Minster, Artuur.—R. H. Minster, Coventry. 

Newitt, Henry Starr.—J. Pardoe, Bishop’s Castle, Salop. 

SeaLe, CuHartes Grorce.—W. E. Seale, jun., Leicester- 


square. 

Sepewick, Grorce ALFrED.—J, F. Elmslie, 10, Lombard- 
street. 

Smita, Ropert Wuitakrer.—W. Keary, Stoke-upon-Trent. 

Wapuam, Grorce.—J. D. Wadham, Bristol. 

Wesster, Henry.—T. Price, Abchurch-lane. 

Wuattey, Tuomas.—G. L. Whatley, Mitcheldean. 

Woopuams, Daniet THomas.—J. J. Blake, King William- 
- Street. 

Woon, Heyry Francis.—John Taylor, Bradford; H. Roscoe, 
Lincoln’ s-inn-fields. 

Woop, Humpnrey.—H. Wickham, Strood. 


ee Se 


Births, Marriages; and Deaths. 
BIRTHS . 

BATTEN—On May 18, at Thorn Faulcon, Somersetshire, the wife of 
Edmund Chisholm Batten, Esq., Barrister-at-law, of a daughter. j 

GOODMAN—On May 17, at Landport Cottage, Lewes, the wife of George 
Robert Goodman, Esq., Solicitor, of a daughter. 

HOCOMBE—On May 25, at Potter’s-bar, Herts, the wife of Jas. Bishop 
Hocombe, Esq., Solicitor, of a daughter, 

RICKMAN—On May 22, at 85, Guildford-street, Russell-square, the wife 
of Philip Rickman, Esq., of a daughter. 

MARRIAGES. 

LLOYD—JAMES—On May 24, Captain Penry Lloyd, of the Ist Breck- 
nockshire Volunteers, to Mary Elizabeth, daughter of the late John 
James, Esq., Solicitor, of Presteign, Radnorshire. 

LOWNDES—TAYLOR—On May 22, Chas. Lowndes, Esq., of Rice House, 
West Derby, near Liverpool, to Hannah, daughter of the late John 
Taylor, Esq., of Everton. 

WHITTAKER—WOODD—On May 27, Marmaduke Wm. Whittaker, Esq.. 
of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, to Gertrude Mary, daughter of 
Basil T. Woodd, Esq., M.P., of Conyngham Hall. 


DEATHS. 


CARLISLE—On May 26, Arthur, second surviving son of William Thomas 
Carlisle, Esq., of Lincoin’s-inn, aged six years and five months. 

COCKBURN—On May 22, at Edinburgh, in his 79th year, John Cockburn, 
Esq., son of the late Archibald Cockburn, Esq., of Cockpen, one of the 
Barons of the Court of Exchequer in Seotland, Also, on May 23, at 
Edinburgh, in her 74th year, Jane Cockburn, daughter of the late 
Archibald Cockburn, Esq., of Cockpen, one of the Barons of the Court 
of Exchequer in Scotland 

CURTIS—On May 23, at Brighton, Francis Edward Hargrave, son of the 
late Richard Curtis, Esq., and m of the late Francis Hargrave, 

Esq., Q.C., Recorder of Liverpool, &c. 

NICHOLSON—On May 22, John Hilary, aged four months, only surviving 
son of John Wilson Nichol Esq., Solicitor. 

ROBERTS—On May 24, Eleanora, daughter of the late William Roberts, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Lincoln’s-ian, and formerly Commissioner o: 
Charities and Commissioner of the Court of Bankruptcy. 





—<— a 


London Gazettes. 


Professional Partnership Dissolbed. 
Tuespar, May 27, 1862. 
Bristow, Alfred Rhodes, and William Bristow, Solicitors and Attorneys-at- 
Law, 35 Mark-lane, and Greenwich. By mutual consent. May 20. 
GM indings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Fawar, May 23, 1862. 
Untrmirep my Chancery. 





Barnarp, Jos, Gzorar.—G. E. Williams, Cheltenham, 


Professional Life Assurance Company, Registered.—Peremptory order 
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that a call of one pound ten shillings per share be made on all contri- 
butories of this Company to be paid, on or before June 4, to KR. P. 
Harding, Official Manager, 3 Bank-bldgs, London. 
LimITED IN BANKRUPTCY. 
District Savings Bank (Limited).—Commissioner Fane will proceed on 
June 7 at 11, at Basinghall-st, to make a call on all contributories for 
£1 per share. 


TuespaY, May 27, 1862. 
Limtrep In BANKRUPTCY. 


Great Yarmouth Mariner’s and Tradesmen’s Company (Limited).—Com. 
missioner Fonblanque will proceed, on June 24 at 11, at Basinghall-street, 
to settle the list of contributories. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Farpar, May 23, 1862. 

Archer, James, Lime-st, and 9 Cullum-st, London, Carpenter and Packing 
Case ~e July 29. Sols Symes, Teesdale, & Sandilands, 33 Fen- 
church-st. 

hawker, Marmaduke, Claybrook-mill, Claybrook, Leieestershire, Miller, 
July 30. Sol Fox, Lutterworth. 

Hollington, William, Redditch, Worcestershire, Fishing Tackle Manufac- 
turer. June 30. Sol Richards, 8 Gray’s-inn-pl, Gray's-inn. 

Johnson, William, Essex House, Walthamstow, Essex, Gent. June 21. 
Sols J. & J. Hopgood, 14 King William-st, Strand. 

Livingstone, Rey Terence, Bigbury, Devonshire, Clerk. July 1. Sols 
McLeod, Stenning, & Watney, 16 London-st, Fenchurch. 

Lovell, Isaac, Paulerspury, Northamptonshire, Gent. July 1. Sol Cooke, 
Towcester, 

Lovell, Mary Anne,Towcester, Widow. July 1. Sol Cooke, Towcester. 

Macfarlane, William Andrew, formerley of 147, Leadenhall-st, London, 
and late of 2 Campden-hill-rd, Kensington, Middlesex, Merchant. 
June 23. Sols Stephens & Matthews, 29 Essex-st, Strand. 

Marsh, James, formerly of Barnstaple, and late of Rock House, near Al- 
phington-cross, Devonshire, Esq. July 20. Sols Clay & Pascoe, Barn- 
staple. 

Mellows, Joseph, Nottingham, Maltster. 
Nottingham. 

Ryley, Benjamin, Leeds, Butcher. 
Leeds. 


Aug 2. Sols Parsons & Son, 


July 1. Sols Barr, Nelson, & Barr, 
Wasdell, Mary, Golden Eagle Inn, Swallow-st, Birmingham, Widow. July 
1, Sol W ills, Birmingham. 


TvespDaY, May 27, 1862. 


Barnes, Dorothy, New John-st West, Birmingham, Widow. June 24. 
Sol Birch, Lichfield. 

— Thomas, Hanley Castle, Worcestershire, Farmer. 

Ryland & Martineau, Birmingham. 

ee Henry, Campsall, Yorkshire, Yeoman. July 14. Sol Arundel, Pon- 
tefract. 
Clout, Thomas, Mincing-lane, London, and 3 Farleigh-villas. Lower Clap- 
ton, Cotton Broker. July !. Sols Thomas & en Mincing lane. 


June 30. Sols 


— William, Preston and Fulwood, Lancashire, Grocer. July |. 
R. & W. Ascroft, Preston. 
Rie oes of John, Bolton-le- Moors, Lancashire, Pawnbroker. July 21. 


Sol Edge, Bolton-le- Moors. 
FE — Martha, Preston and Fulwood, Lancashire, Widow. July 1. 
2. & W. Ascroft, Preston. 

qunen Thomas, Preston, Gent. July 9. Sol Dodd, Preston. 

Gough, Rev. Henry, Charlton-on-Otmoor, Oxfordshire, Clerk. June 30. 
Sols Ranken, Ford, & Co., Gray’s-inn. 

—. Frederick, Dorchester, Solicitor. Sol Coombs, Dor- 
chester. 

Jones, Waiter Ray, Auckland-villa, Lower Norwood. Surrey, and 87 
Cancon-st, Tailor. July 4. Sols Lewis & Watson, 25 Clement's-lane, 
London. 

Keed, George, Plymouth, Corn Merchant. 
Plymou uth. 
toberts, George, Chapel-house-farm, Isacoed, Holt, Denbighshire, Farmer. 
June 30. Sol Wyatt, Wrexham. 

Whiting, Elizabeth, Clapham-common, Surrey, Spinster. June 23, Sols 
Bower, Son, & Cotton, 46 Chancery-lane. 


Sols 


July 1. 


Aug |. Sols Gibson & Moore, 


Crevitors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Faripay, May 23, 1862. 
Partney, Lincolnshire, Farmer, 


Andrew, Thomas, June 9. Graves v. 


Andrew, M. R 
TurspayY, May 27, 1862. 
Lewis, Sophia, Upper Wimpole-st, Cavendish-sq, Middlesex. 
Barnes v. Stuart, M. R 
Assignments for Benefit of Creditors, 
Fripay, May 23, 1862. 


Doak, Robert, Reading, Linen Draper. April 39. 
Abchureh- lane. 
Sutton, Isaac, Liverpool, Cart Owner. May 13. Sol Yates, Liverpool. 


Toxspay, May 27, 1862. 


June 17, 


Sols Surr & Gribble, 1 


Brown, Peter, 11 Basinghali-st, London, Carpet Warehouseman. April 
29. Sols Treherne & Wolferstan, 17 Gresham-st. 

Edwards, Charles, Aberceithon, Radnorshire, Farmer. May 10. Sol 
Wood, Rhayader. 

Higgins, Charles, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Chair Maker and Innkeeper. May 
14. Sol Fisher, Ashby-de-la-Zouch. 

Sparke, William, yside, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Dealer in Glass. May 


3. Sol Hoyle, ouautiio-ugen-Tene. 


Drehs registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
Fapay, May 23, i862, 
Abbott, William Moyseys, 33 Westminster-rd, Surrey, Hosier. April 29. 
Assignment. Reg May22. 








Beckley, John, Brockmoor, > “aa Staffordshire, Grocer. March 
29. Composition. Reg May 
Beer, a St. Kew, Teeny Draper. May 13. Assignment. Reg 


Seedee, John, a Norris, Lancashire, Machinist. April 28. Compo- 
sition. Reg May 21 
Bywater, Thomas, St James- “8d. ne epg Staffordshire, Maltster. 


April 25. Assignment. Reg Ma 

Colden, William Thomas, 85 St. Mari’ s- -lane, Middlesex, Woollen Draper. 
May 5. Assignment. Reg May 23 

Cotton, Jane, St. Columb, Cornwall, Tronmonger. April 25, Assignment. 
Reg May 21. 

Cox, James, sen., Hadfield, Derbyshire, Grocer. April 28. Assignment. 
Reg May 19. 

Dennis, John Charles, 122 ee eg -st Within, London, Optician. May 
14. Assignment. Reg May 21 

De Wilde, Isaac Solomon Leeds, Yorkshire, Rag Dealer. April 25. Com- 

ti Reg May 21. 


ion. 
rdeande,’ William, and John eg Liverpool, Lancashire, Waterproof 
Clothing Manufacturers. May 14. Composition. Reg May 21. 
Elliot, Frederick, Grosvenor-pl, Commercial-rd East, Middlesex, Rope 


Maker. April 24. Composition. Reg May 21. 
Fletcher, George, 41 Walcot-st, Bath, jt = Bea April 28. Assign- 
ment. Reg May 22. 


France, Thomas en, emia Lancashire, Farmer. April 24. 
Inspectorship. Reg May 2 

French, Miriam, 68 High-st, Chatham, ony S Dealer in Musical Instru- 
ments. May 13. Conveyance. Reg May 21 

French, Walter Percival, 4 me iy erg an Chelsea, Middlesex, Arcbi- 

tect. April 28 Assignment. Reg May 

Gay, Isaac, ey and Widcombe, Bath” Brewers May 5. Convey- 
ance. Reg May 2 

Grant, am Rayleigh, Essex, Ironmonger. April 16, Assignment. 
Reg May 21. 

Green, Robert, Kingsholm, ——am Edge Tool Manufacturer. 
May 5. Assignment. Reg May 

Greene, John Howe, Liverpool, dy Eliza Greene, Chester, Coal Merchants, 
May 16. Assignment. Reg May 22, 

Greenwood, William, and Lawrence Ashworth, Blackburn, Lancashire, 


Cotton Manufacturers. April 28. Composition. Reg 22, 

Hall, William, Halesowen-street, Oldbury, Worcestershire, Butcher. 
May 16. Composition. Reg May 22. 

—, roars Frodsham, Cheshire, Auctioneer. May 1. Assignment. 


Reg May 2 
Jones, Eaverd, Old Mill Farm, Pengwern, ee Denbighshire, Far- 


mer. April 23. Conveyance. Reg May 2 

a John, Bury, Lancashire, Surgeon. May 6. Assignment. Reg. 

ay 2 

mn] Richard James, 348 King’s-rd, oy > a Middlesex, Beershop 
Keeper. May 10. Composition. Reg May 20. 

Miles, Frederick, Devonshire-rd, Balham, Surrey, Stationer. May 16. 
Composition. Reg May 22. 

a a Great Bar- “1 Birmingham, Provision Dealer. May2, Com- 


oars, John, 50 Horse-market, Northampton, Boot and Shoe Factor, 
April 22. Assignment. Reg May 20. 
May 20. 
Composition. Reg May 2 
Presta, — Preston, Lancashire, Agent. April 26. Assignment. 
y 2 
Quiz ton, Charles, Willenhall, Staffordshire, Surgeon. May 17. Assign- 
met. Reg May 20. 
position. Reg May 
Smith, ra bowl -upon-Hull, Bookseller. May 5. Composition. 
Swansborough, Thomas, South Eston, Yorkshire, Grocer. April 24. As- 
signment. Reg May 2). 
Composition. Reg May 
Ward, William, Leicester, Hosiery Manufacturer. April 25. Composition. 
Reg May 20. 
nment. Reg May 
TurspayY, May 27, 1862. 


ion. Reg May 29. 

Peters, Frederick Henry, A gaaicae Lancashire, Merchant. 

Rez Ma 
Rushton, William, en, Warwickshire, Maltster. May 3. Com- 

Reg May 20 
Tripp, Benjamin Nankwell, Gloucester, Timber Merchant. May 10. 
Walker, William a Wigan, Lancashire, Stationer. A pril 22 
Aldrich, Edward Henry, 15 York-st, North Hackney-rd, Middlesex, and 


— Greenwood, Wholesale Milliners. May 6. Assignment. Reg 

ay 24, 

Brown, Peter, 11 Basinghall-st, London, Carpet Warehouseman, April 
Assignment. Reg May 27. 


Bush, Richard Harold, 4 Quarlstone-st, Blandford-sq, Marylebone, Gent. 
May 22. Composition. Reg May 5 as 

Child, Joseph, Altofts, Normanton, orkshire, Innkeeper. April 19. As- 
signment. Reg May 2 

Golightly, William talph ” Cassop- hill, Durham, Grocer. Com- 
position. Reg May 23. 

Heafield, Elijah, 2 Ferry- rd, Cubitt’s-town, Poplar, Middlesex, Builder. 
May 20. ition. Reg May 26. 

Hill, Thomas, 13 oe rd, Birmingham, Accountant. May 19. Assign- 
ment. 

a Som, Stamiord, Lincolnshire, Draper. May 1. Composition. 

May 

Levin, pnb "hciiints, Ditka: May 9. Composition. Reg May 23. 

Maclean, Henry John, Secretary’s = Custom House, London, Gent. 
May 6. Arrangement. Reg May 

“Eelom” Mansell-st, ckeaw. Draper. May7. Assignment. 

eg May 26 

Owston, William Slater, Housham Barff, Lincolnshire, Farmer. April 
29. Assignment. Re May 23. 

Powell, Joseph, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk, ~ Southtown, Suffolk, Ship’ 
Builder. May 13. Conveyance. Reg May 

Saxton, yee, eee op, a ta Sl Widow. April 26. 

Slade, Robert John a bad, Dalverton, Somersetshire, Innkeeper. May 2. 


Assignment. 
4 = i) ld, " Temmeeneine. Mey 7. Assignment. Reg 
y 23. 


Jan 26, 














ent. 


May 


‘shop 
y 16. 


ctor. 
y 20. 


Gent. 
nent. 
April 


il 26. 
lay 2. 
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Sparke, Renee 5 eee ss, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Dealer in Glass. May 3. 


Terry, Frederick Edward, te Ryland-rd, Birmingham, Factor’s Clerk. 
May 13. Assignment. Reg May 24. 

Tomkinson, Charles, Kingston-on-Thames, Surrey, Victualler. May 8. 
Assignment. Reg May “ 

Watson, Thomas, Terenas. 29. Assignment. Reg May 26. 

Whatley, George, 13 tthe Euston-sq, Middlesex, Attorney-at-Law. 
April 4. Composition. Reg May 21. 

Whellams, Catharine, St. Ives, Huntingdonshire, Boot and Shoe Manu- 
facturer. April 29. Composition, Reg May 26, 


Bankruyts. 
Fripay, May 23, 1862, 


Addison, William, Lloyd’s Coffee House, Royal Exchange, London, Under- 
writer. Pet May 22. London, June 3 at 12. Sols Linklaters & Hack- 
wood, 7 Walbrook. © 

Arriss, William, 24 Broad-st, Banbury, Oxfordshire. Carpenter. Pet May 
21. Banbury, June 5 at 10. Sol Pellatt, Banbury 

Audaer, Septimus, ayes = yg Stone 5 a Pet May 20. 
Leeds, rag ot 5atll. Sols Hesp & Moody, Scarborough, and Bond & 


Barwick, 

Bain, Kenyeth Blyth, Northumberland, Slater. Pet May 21. Newcas- 
tle-upon-Tyne, June 3 at 12. Sol Hoyle, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Baker, Thomas Henry, | Summer-hill-villa, Tunbridge. May io. London, 
June 6 at 12. Sol Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Ballard, John, Rifleman Beerhouse, Trinity-st, Fareham, Hants, Beer 


Peterborough, J' terborough. 

Bedingfield, Elizabeth, Beccles, Suffolk, Carrier. "Pet May 21. Beccles, 
June 7 at 10. Sol Kent, Beccles. 

on John, East Butterwick, Messingham, Lincolnshire, Wheelwright. 
Pet May 16. Brigg. June 2 at 10. _ Sol Hayes, Gainsbo' rough. 

Bennett, John, 41 Anglesea-rd, Wo » Kent, Assistant. Pet May 21. 
London, June 3 at - Sol De Medina, 14 Benet's-pl Gracechurch-st. 
Bewley, Robert Mason, 64 Bridge-st, St Helens, Lancashire, Grocer. May 

12, Liverpool, May 31 at ll. 

Bignell, Henry, 2 Francis-st, Golden-sq, Middlesex, Licensed Victualler. 
Pet May 19. London, June 3 at 11.30. Sols Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer, 
Old Jewry-chambers. 

Biggs, Thothas, Sweet Turf, Netherton, Dudley, Worcestershire, Butty 
Collier. Pet May 16. Dudley, June 3 at 10. Gol Corles, Worcester. 

a Simon Nobie, Liverpool, Commission Agent. Pet May2l. Liver- 
pool, June 5 at 11. Sol Lace & Co, Liverpool. 

Blackford, Thomas Ingram, Chestnut-st, Sansoms-walk, Worcester, Dra- 

r’s Assistant. Pet May 14. Worcester, June 11 at 11. Sol Wilson, 


orcester. 
— Jane, and Susanna Blundell, Ilfracombe, Devonshire, School- 
jistresses. Pet May 20. Exeter, June 4 at 1. Sols Peard & Langdon, 
ierwiale and Ilfracombe. 

Booth, Joseph Wilkinson, 10 West-st, Rochdale, Lancashire, Money Bro- 
ker. May 12. Manchester, June 4 at 11. 

Bradley, John, Pool-ter, Philip-st, Aston-brook, Aston, Warwickshire, 
Electro Plater. Pet May 21. Birmingham, June 16 at 10. Sol Duke, 
Newhall-st, Birmingham. 

Brearley, Benjamin, Liverpool, Stone Mason. Pet May 19. Liverpool, 
June 2 at ll. Sols Neal & Martin, Orange-ct, Live a. 

Brooks, John, Plasterer, 5 Brunswick-pl, Croft-st, Pendleton. Eccles, Lan- 
cashire. Pet May 21, Salford, June7 at 10. Sol Bent, Manchester. 
Bromeley, James, 96 Tame-st, Manchester, Factory Operative. Pet May 

20. Manchester, June 3 at 9.30. Sol Stringer, Manchester. 

Brown, William Henry, 7 Bedford-row, Barnsbury-st, Islington, Middlesex , 
Editor and Author. Pet May 19 (in form& pauperis). London, June 3 
atl0. Sols Aldridge & Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Brown, Robert, Sturminster Newton, Dorsetshire, Baker. Tet May 17. 
Shaftesbury, June 2 at 12. Sol Long, Sturminster Newton, 

Burrage, Henry, 35 Temple-st, Brighton, Sussex, Plumber. Pet May 19. 
Brighton, June 9 at 11. Sol Goodman, 73 Ship-st, Brighton. 

Carter, Richard, Stratford, Essex, Surveyor. May 17. London, June 7 
at 11.30. Sols Aldridge & Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Cartwright, William Hickman, 69 Holliday-st, Birmingham, Casting-pot 
Maker. Pet May 20. Birmingham, June l6at 10. So! East, 45 Ann- 
st, Birmingham 

Chambers, John, Blisworth, Northamptonshire, Pet May 20. Northamp- 
ton, June 7 at 10. Sols Shield & White, Northampton. 

Chapman, John, Crowland, Lincolnshire, Boot and Shoe Maker. Pet May 
13. Spalding, June 2 at 11.30. Sol Deacon, Peterborough. 

Charlesworth, Th homas Richards, Bradford-moor, Bradford, Yorkshire, 
Schoolmaster. Pet May 20. Bradford, June 10 at 10.30.” Sol Harle, 
Bradford, 

Coatman, ay homas, Joseph Allmark, and Matthew Arnold, Mount Pleasant, 
Oldham, Lancashire, Engineers. Pet May 21. Manchester, June 3 at 
11, Sol Ascroft, Curzon-st, Oldham. 

Cooke, William, Walmer Castle Inn, South-st, Deal, Kent, Licensed Vic- 
tualler. May 16. London, June 7 at 11.30. Sols Aldridge & Bromley, 
46 Moorgate-st. 

Coleman, Abraham, St Martin-at-Palace, Norwich, Attorney’s Clerk. Pet 
May 19. Norwich, June 2 at ii. Sol Sadd, jun, Norwich. 

Cowen, Robert Tassie, 23 Weston-st, Southwark, Surrey, Cooper. Pet 
May 19. London, June 3 at 12. Sols J. & W. Butler, 190 Tooley-st. 
Crocker, William, Westexe, Tiverton, Devonshire, Innkeeper. Pet May 

19. Tiverton, June 2 at 2, Sol Cockram, Tiverton. 

Curtis, John, Lincoln City, Butcher. Pet May 19. Lincoln, June 4at 11. 
Sol To ynbee, Lincoln 

Dawes, ‘Albert, 108 City-rd, Finsbury, Middlesex, Greengrocer. Pet May 
21. London, June 5 at 12.30. Sol Vaughan, 17 Titchborne-st, Edg- 
ware-rd. 

— James, Kingston-upon-: Hull, Whipmaker. May 15. Hull, June9 


Dang, J Welbeck Tavern, Welbeck-st, Manchester, Beerseller. 
May 18 Manchester, June 3 at 9.30. Sol Swan, 





Dunbar, 5 Upper Ebury-st, Pimlico, Middlesex, Painter. Pet May 
+ Pe ee eee 
Moorgate-st. 


Dunckley, William, Dunstable-place, Luton, Beds, Builder. Pet May 19. 
Luton, June 9 at 4. Sol Simpson, St. Alban’s, a. 

-Ellard, Edward, 24 Rocky-lane, Nechell’s-green, Aston, Warwickshire, 
Butcher. | Pet May 21. Birmingham, June 16 at 10. Sol Foster, Para- 


ingham. 
Fogo, James, 42 Camden-st, oe Hulme, —- Coach Maker. 
Pet May 19. Salford, June 7 at 10. Sol Ambler, M ° 
Garnuchet, Julien. 49 Southam -row, Bloomsbury, Middlesex, Reporter 
May 20. London, June 3 at ll. Sol 
, 18 Surrey-st, Stra 


Gill, as, Church-rd, Netherton, Dudley, Worcestershire, Butty Col- 
lier. Pet May 19. Dudley, June 5 at 10. Sol Corles, Worcester. 

Goodwin, William, Brentwood, Essex, Watchmaker. _ 17. London, 

Gould Jobe Mole ANd & Bromley, 46 Moorgate Bristol, June 6 at 11 

n, , Glam e . une 6 at Il. 

Panag a lay Se : s Carpen 
rove, Henry, y-heath, ley Regis, Staffordshire, iter. 
Pet May 19. Birmingham, June 6 at 12, Sols Bolton & Sanders, Dud- 
ley, and James & ‘ht, Birmingham. 

Hardy, Firth, Druid’s Hall, Wooldale, Kirkburton, Yorkshire. Pet May 
13. Holmfirth, June 9 at 10. Sol Gill, Wakefield. 

Harwood, Frederick Augustus, 82 Parade, Birmingham, Bookseller. Pet 
May 19. Birmingham, June 6 at 12. Sol Robinson, Dudley. 

Harwood, John, 16 King-st, Bury, Lancashire, Shoe Maker. Pet May 20. 
Bury, June 19 at 1!. Sol Fletcher, 3 Broad-st, Bury. 

Hayes, John, sen., 19 New-st, Coventry, Warwickshire, Licensed Vic- 

Hi col. Will 2 High Ag ag wl i iiddleses, Flckmonges. 
ec iam, 8% -st, Saint ne, q 
Pet May 20. London, June 3 at Pane Sol Wood, 27 Bucklersbury. 

Hilton, omas, Saint George’s, Wellington, Salop, " Pet 
May 17. Birmingham, June 2 at 12. Sols Hiatt, Wellington, and James 
& Knight, Birmingham. 

Holmes, James, Chipping-hill, Witham, Essex, Carpenter. Pet Feb 13. 
Maldon, May 31 at |i. Sol Duffield, Chelmsford. 

Horsey, George, Stoke Saint Mary, Somersetshire, aeaamaes Pet April 24. 
Taunton, — 2ati2. Sol Trenchard, Taunton. 

Horsey, William, & Henry Horsey, Stoke Saint , Somersetshire, 
— Pet May 15. Taunton, June 2 at 12. Sol Trenchard, 
‘aunton. 

Hurst, Archibald, 12 Finsbury-pl, Middlesex, Dealer in Sewing Machines. 
Pet May 20. London, June 3 at 12.30. Sol Cooper, 43 Lincoln’s-inn- 


fiel 

Ibbott, William, 6 Wellington-road, Malden-rd, Kentish Town, Middlesex, 
Town Traveller. Pet Nov 27. London, June 3 at 1.30. Sol Lund, Cas- 
tle-st, Holborn. 

Jacob, Joseph William, 14 Albert-st, Great Cambridge-st, Hackney-road, 
Middlesex, Boot Maker. Pet May !7 (in form& pauperis). London, 
June 3 at ll. Sol Aldridge, 46 Moor; onl fecciechive, 

—a John Stephen, West Ferry, Cordwainer. Pet May 

20. Gainsborough, May 28 at 11. So! Bladon, weg ee 

Jevons, Benjamin, Kingswood, Tettenhall, Staffordshire, Stone Getter. 
Pet May 16. Birmingham, June 2 at 12. Sol W: Bilston. 

Kerridge, Henry, Moulsham, Chelmsford, Essex, or gl Pet May 
17. Chelmsford, May 31 at 11. Sol Duffield, 

King, George, 45 Saint Paul’s-rd, Walworth, Surrey, Builder. Pet May 20. 
London, June 3 at 3. Sol Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Lambert, Joseph, Bradford, Yorkshire, Shawl nfacturer. Pet May 20. 
Leeds, June 16 at 11. Sols Hutchinson, Bradford, and Bond & Barwick. 


Leeds. 
Lunt, Charles, Birmingham, Brass Caster. Pet May 19. Birmingham, 
June 2 at 12. Sol Assinder, Birmingham. 


MacKay, John Angus, Chelmsford, Essex, Fishmonger. Pet May 17. 
‘ Duffield, Chelmsford. 


Chelmsford, May 31 at 11. Sol 

Marchant, Nathaniel, 52 Great Portland-st, Middlesex, Foreman Cooper. 
Pet May 20. London, June 5 at 12.30. Sol Harcourt, 2 King’s Arms- 
yard, London. 

Marchant, Richard, Brasted, near Sevenoaks, Kent, Bricklayer. Pet 
May 12. Sevenoaks, June 3 at 2. Sol Drew, 4 New Basinghall-st, 


London. 

Mayman, John, Merryhill, Haywood, Herefordshire, Carpenter. Pet May 
5 (in form pauperis). Hereford, June 4at9. Sol Gwillim, ner 

Miller, William, Market Rasen, Lincolnshire Grocer, Pet May 20. Mar- 
ket Rasen, June3 at 5. Sol 

Molineux, Joseph, 2 Mount-pleasant, (pg Sussex, Bottled Beer Mer- 
=. Pet May 15. Lewes, May 30at11. Sol Goodman, 73 Ship-st, 

righton. 

Morgan, Thomas, 8 Cradock-st, Swansea, Glamorganshire, Builder. Pet 
May 12. Swansea, June 4 at3. Sol Morris, 5 Rutland-st, Swansea. 
Morris, Thomas Wale, Newton, Clifton-upon-Dunsmore, Warwickshire, 
Butcher. Pet May 21. Rugby, June 4 at ill. Sols Watson, Son, & 

Baxter, Lutterworth. 

Morton, George, 17 Great Ormond-st, Queen-sq, Middlesex, Commercial 
Traveller, Pet May 15. London, June 3 at 10, Sol Pook, 27 Basing- 
hall-st. 

Nassauer, Joseph, Plymouth, Devonshire, Tobacconist. Pet Ma 
maa June li at 10.30. Sols Fowler, Plymouth, and H ins, 

xeter, 

Newmark, Samuel, 5 Peuson-place, West India-rd, Middlesex, Com mission 
a Pet May 19. London,June 3 at 2. Sol Abrahams, 27 Blooms- 

ury-square. 

Nicol, Hcgh, 11 Bedford -$q, jial-rd, Middlesex, General Dealer. 
Pet May 20 (in trad pauper) London, June 7 at 11.30, Sols 
Aldridge & Bromley, 45 Moorgate-st. 

Northhouse, Lucius, 11 Albert-ter, Richmond-rd, Bayswater, Middlesex, 
Dealer in Chemicals. May 16, London, June 3 at 11. Sols Aldridge 
& Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Phillips, William, Dealer in Curiosities, 17 Nile-st, Brighton, Sussex. 

boa oe 19. Brighton, June 9 at 11. Sol Goodman, 73 Ship-st, 
righton 

Poor, Sarah, Buckland Farm, Buckland, Portsea, yh Farmer. Pet 


May 19. Portsmouth, June 3 at 11.30. Sol 
Proctor, William, jun, Live , Cigar Man escheitie Wor Pet May 20. 





Liverpoo', June 2 at 11. Evans, 
Puttick, Robert, 8 Cranbourn-st, Brighton, Sussex, bk ig 2 Pet May 
19. . Brighton, June 9 at. 11. Sol Goodman, 73 Brighton. 
Rawlins, John, 26 West-st, , Berks, Baker. be "May 17. Read- 


Kingston-upon-Hull, Pet May 14 (in 





my 16, Sora ye i. Bal Hovde, Bertha 


F Wood, 12 Story-st, 
forma pauperis). Hull, May: 31 at 12. 
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Rees, Charles matthew, 130 Beerptent Carver and Gilder. 

-London, June 3 at tl. Sol Pullen, 22 Chancery-lane. 
Richards, Thomas, Blaenyewm, Ystradyfodwg, “Glamorganshire, Collier. 

Pet May 20, Pontypridd, June 5 at 1i. 


Saunders, Henry, Danywerw, Breconshire, Farmer. 
June 6 at (1. Sol Brittan, Small-st, Bristol. 

Savage, George, 2 Cheltenham-pl, Bristol, Coal Agent. 
June Gatll. Sol Brittan, Bristol. 

Serage, Joseph, Worcester, Licensed Victnaller. Pet May 20. Birming- 
ham, June 9 at 12. Sols Bentley, Worcester, and Hodgson & Allen, 
Birmingham. 

Seeley, George, 30 Argyll-st, Oxford-st, Publisher. Pet May 21. 
June ti at 11.30. Sols Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry. 


May 15. 


M yl7. Bristol, 


London, 


Shuw, Solomon, | Leabon-st, re liam, Essex, Journeyman Colour 
Maker. Pet May 20. London, . fune 3 at 11. Sol Marshall, Hatton- 
garden. 


Slann, Cornelius Blanchett, aud Charies Hanbury, 4 Little Tower-st, 
Loudon, Merchants. Pet May 2. London, June 9 atll. Sols Drake & 
Son, 38 Waltrook. 

Smith, Samuel, Brunswick-st, Northampton, Beerseller. Pet. May 21. 
Northampton, June 7 at 10. Sols Shield & White, Northampton. 

Smith, William, Reading, and formerly of Woolhampton, Berks, Innkeeper. 
May 7 (in forma pauperis). Reading, June 7 at 1. Sol Bartlett, 
Reading. 

Sollors, George, 62 Birchall-st, Birmingham, Plumber, &c. Pet May 21. 
Birmingham, June 16 at 10. Soi Parry, Bennett’s-hill, Birmingham. 
Sopp, Edmund, Sydenham-rd, Croydon, Surrey, Horse Dealer. Pet Ma 
21 (in forma pauperis). London, June 7 at 11.30. Sols Aldridge 

Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Squire John, Burgh Castle, Suffolk, Farmer. Pet May 17. London, 
June 3at2. Sols Storey, 6 King’s- rd, Bedford-row, and Chamberlain, 
Great Yarmouth. 

Tateson, William, Upper Poppleton, West Riding, Yorkshire, Publican. 
Pet May 13. Leeds, June 6 at ll. Sols Holtby, York, and Bond & Buar- 
wick, Leeds. 


Taylor, William, Lower West-st, Oldham, Lancashire, Beerseller. Pet 
May 21. Manchester, June 3 at 12. Sol Gardner, 45 Cross-st, Man- 
chester. 

Tite, Harry Samue!, 53 Hanover-st, Pimlico, Middlesex, Builder. Pet 
May 20 (in forma pauperis). London, June 3 at 11. Sols Aldridge & 
Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Townroe, John, Sheffield, Electro Plater. Pet May 15. Sheffield, June 2 
at 10. Sols Smith & Burdekin, Sheffield. 

Tozer, William, Babbicombe, St Mary Church, Devonshire, Builder. Pet 


May 2i. Exeter, June 4 at 12. Sol Campion, Exeter. 
Trudgill, Robert, Aslacton, Norfolk. May 16 (in forma pauperis), 
ymondham, June 5 at il. Sol Atkinson, Norwich. 
Unsworth, George, 19a Hanway-pl, Hanway-st, Oxford-st, London, China 


ler. Pet May 20 (in forma pauperis). London, June 3 at 3. Sol 
Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 
Vincent, James, Sarcum, Salisbury, Wilts, Contractor. Pet May 19. 


London, June 3 at 12. Sols Combe & Wainwright, Staple-inn, London, 
for Miller, Frome. 


Walker, William, Tythegeston, Bridgend. Glamorg: eee, Farmer. Pet 


May 19. bridgend, June7 at i!. Sol Wilcocks, Card iff 
Wardman, Robert Lg age Gateshead, Durham, Glue and Manure 
Manufacturer. Pet May Newcastle-upon-Tyne, June 5 at 12. 


Sols Hodge & Harle, A oorty -Tyne. 

Warrington, Christian, Gibraltar-st, Sheffield, Grocer. Pet May 
Sheffield, June 2 at 10. Sols Smith & Hind, Sheffield. 

Watt, Philip Butler, and Oliver Long, Broken’ Wharf, 41 Upper Thames- 
st, Shipping Merchants. Pet May 8. London, June 3 at 11.30, Sol 
Watson, 27 Worship-st, Finsbury, Middlesex. 

Waters, George, 18 Adelaide-pl, New Bromley, Kent, Journeyman Car- 

Pet March 19. London, June 6 at 12.30. Sol Marshall, Hat- 
ton-garden. 

Weston, John, 10 Caygill-st, Upper Brook-st, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, 
Paper Merchant. Pet May 17.. Manchester, June 3 at 9.30. Sol Raw- 
linsof, Manchester. 

Wharram, Edward, 92 Blackman-st, Borough. Surrey, Hatter. 
London, June 3 at 11. Sol Aldridge & Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Williams, John, Denbigh, Ale and Porter Merchant. Pet May 20. Liver- 
pooi, June 2 at 12. Sols Evans, Son, & Sandys, Commerce-ct, Liverpool, 
and Edwards, Denbigh. 

Williams, Thomas, Neyland New Town, New Milford, Lianstadwel, Pem- 
brokeshire, Boot and Shoe Maker. Pet May 17, Haverfordwest, June 
12 at tl. Sol Parry, Pembroke Dock. 

Wolfe, Charles, Limpsfield, Surrey, Beep-shop Keeper. Pet May 20. 
London, June 5 atl. Sols Aldridge & Sreniey , 46 Moorgate-st. 

Wright, Daniel, 14 Shepperton-st, New North rd, Middlesex, Butcher. 
Pet May 19. London, June 3 at il. Sol Venn, 3 New-inn, Strand. 

Wright, Thomas, Parliament-st, Nottingham, Watch and Clock Dealer. 
Pet May 19. Nottingham, June 1! at 10. Sol Heath, Nottingham. 


TvespaY, May 27, 1862. 
Allen, William, Arthur-st, Coventry-rd, Birmingham, Screw and Rivet 


Maker. Pet May 22. Birmingham, June !16 at 10. Sol Parry, Ben- 
nett’s hill, Birmingham. 


10. 


May 20. 


Amery, Thomas, Barnston-common, Neston, Cheshire, Farmer. Pet May 
23. Liverpool, June 12 at 12, Sol Cartwright, Chester. 
Anthony, George, 3 Foster-lane, London, Warehouseman. Pet May 19. 


London, June 6 at 11. 
Ashton, Richard, 15 Hallgate, Wigan, Butcher. 
June 19 at 9. Sol Swan, Manchester. 
Barnard, Robert John, Kast Harling, Norfolk, Boot and Shoe Maker, 
May 22. Attleborough, June 12 at 10. Sol Walpole, Northwald. 
Barnwell, Thomas, 15 Somerset-st, Birmingham, formerly of 58 Cross 
Cheaping, Coventry, Confectioner. Pet May 22. Birmingham, June 16 
at 10. Sol Parry, Birmingham. 
Beedie, Henry, Union-rd, Newington, Surrey, Plasterer. Pet May 20 
June 6 at 12, Sol Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 
Bell, Richard, Longton, Staffordshire, China Manufacturer. Pet May 23 
Birmingham, June 9 at12. Sols E, & A. Tennant, Hanley, and Smith, 


Sol Murray, 204 Great Saint Helens, London, 
Pet May 16. Wigan, 


Pet 


Birmingham. 
Bell, Thomas, 263 Oxford-st, Middlesex, ag ®t pee, Pet May 22. 
London, June 10 at 12. Sols J. & J. H. Lin & Hackwood, 7 


Walbrook. 


Bristol, | 


Pet May 19. | Binham, Thomas, Warwick, pu 1 Victualler, 


Sols Simons & Plews, Merthyr ° 


| 
| 





Pet t May 15. Warwick, 

June 2 at 10. "sol East, Birmingham. 

Black, William, Charles-st, Saint James’s-rd, Holloway, Builder. Pet May 
22. London, June 9 at 11.30, Sols Aldridge & Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Blakoe. Thomas, Saint George’s Spirit Vaults, High-st, Birmingham, 
Victualler. Pet May 13. Birmingham, June 9 at 12. Sols Miller, 
Bristol, and Hodgson & Allen, Birmingham. 

Bottomley, Elijah, North Bierley. Bradford, Yorkshire, Stuff Manufacturer. 
Pet May 22. Leeds, June 16 at ll. Sois Terry & Watson, Bradford, 
and Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Boulton, William, Westbury Leigh, Westbury, Wilts. Glove Manufacturer. 
Pet May 20. Westbury, June i8 at 12.30. Sol Bartrum, Bath. 

Branchflower, William, (9 North Conduit-st, Bethaal-green, Middlesex, 
Silk Manufacturer. Pet May 20 (in’ form pauperis). London, June 
ltatll. Sol Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Breeze, John, Ponsesbury, Salop, lioot and Ghoe Maker. Pet May 23. 
Shrewsbary, June 9 at 10. Sols C. D. & A. S. Craig, Shrewsbury. 

Bridge, Wiiliam, Cuthbert-st, Holland-st, Newton, near Manchester, Gro- 
cer. Pet May 21. Manchester, June 18 at 9.39, Sol Boote, Manchester. 

Britton, Thomas, Hunslet, Leeds, Yorkshire, Plamber. Pet May 22. 
Leeds, June 12 at ll. Sols G. A. & W. Emsley, Leeds. 

Burdett, Richard, 61 Seymour-place, Bryanstone-sq, Middlesex, Painter. 
Pet May 26. London, June 6 at 1. Sol Heathtield, 19 Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields. 

Burman, James, Waterville Cottage, North Shields, Northumberland, 
Licensed Victualler. Pet May 22. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, June 13 at 
11.30. Sols Hodge & Harle, Newcastie-upon-Tyne. 

Case, Robert, 20 Arthur-st, Old Kent-rd, Surrey. Pet May 15. London, 
June 10 at lt. Sol Angell, 29 King-st, Guildhall. 

Charlesworth, John, Peasl ey-hill, Mansfield, Nottinghamshire, Builder. 
Pet May 22, Mansfield, June 16 at 10. Sol Briggs, Nottingham, 

Cohn, Henry, 107 Stamford-st, Blackfriars-rd, Guerey, Compositor. Pet 
May 24. London, June 9 at 11.30. Sol Hall, 21 Coleman-st. 

Coleman, Charles, 2 Wallgrave-ter, Ear!’s-ct, Kensin 


gton, swell, et Ghose. 
— Pet May 26. London, June 9 at 12. Sol Howell, 61 


com William, York, Joiner and pi ge Pet May 24. Leeds, June 12 
at il. Sols ‘Cariss & Tempest, Le: 

Cooper, Frederick, Broadmead, sory Boot and Shoe Maker. Pet May 
24. Bristol, June 6 at 12. Sol Brittan. 

Corbett, George Henry, Liverpool, Lancashire, Master Mariner. Pet May 


22. Liverpool, June 16 at 3. Sol Husband, Liverpool. 
roft, Thomas Hardman Wilson, Snitterfield, Warwickshire, Surgeon. 
Pet May 22. Birmingham, June 6 at 12. Sols Hodgson & “Alien, Bir- 
mingham. 

Cumberbatch, Richard, 69 Coe-st, Great Bolton, Engine Fitter. Pet May 
23. Bolton, June llat 10. Sois Greenhalgh & Hall, Bolton. 

Curtis, Charles, 6 Kirby-st, Hatton-garden. Pet May 23. London,June 9 


at ll. Sol Bennett, 181 Tooley-st, Southwark. 

Davies, William Edward, Swansea, Journeyman Baker. Pet May 22. 
Swansea, June 17 at 12. Sol Morris, Swansea. 

Davis, Charles Selson, 55 Banner-st, St Luke, Middlesex, Bookbinder. Pet 
May 23 (in forma pauperis). London, June 9 at 11.30. Sols Aldridge 
& Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Deeley. George Henry, Dudley, Worcestershire, Chain and Pump Maker. 
Pet May 22, Birmingham, June 9 at !2. Sols James & Knight, Bir- 
mingham. 





Dimmock, Benjamin, New Town, W b Staffordshire, Miner. Pet. 
Walsall, June 10 at il. Sol a ‘Senko 

Douglass, Joseph, Haslemere, Surrey, Watchmaker. Pet May 22 (in 
forma pauperis). London, June 6 at !2. Sol Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st, 


Dover, Richard, 4 Grove-terrace, The Grove, Hammersmith, Middlesex, 
Accountant. Pet May 20 - form& pauperis). London, June 11 at It, 
Sol Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Dunlop, Alexander Milne, 19 Lorraine-pl, Holloway, Middlesex, Assistant 
Surveyor. Pet May 23. London, June 6 at 11,30, Sol Drake, 13 
Gresham-street, London, 

Eden, Robert, Duddeston-row, Birmingham, Warwickshire, Retail Brewer. 
Pet May23. Birmingham, June 9 at i2. Sol East, Birmingham. 

Edwards, James, Anstey, near Tisbury, Wiltshire, Small Rennes. May 
17. Shaftesbury, June 6 at 11. 

Edwards, Thomas, Ickles, near Rotherham, Roller and Publican. Pet 
May 24. Rotherham, June l3at il, Sol Binney, Sheffield, 

Ford, Andrew, Newark-upon-Trent, Nottinghamshire, Coach Builder. 

Pet May 23. Nottingham, June 10 at 11, Sol Ashwell, Nottingham 

Foreman, John & William Rawdon, Kingston-upon-Hall, Marble jand 
Stone Masons. Pet May 21. Kingston-upon-Hull, June 9 at 12, Sol 
Spurr, Hull. 

— John Patrick, 12 Orcherd-pl, Plumstead, Kent, Waterman 

lot. Pet May 22. London, June 11 at 11. Sol Layton,9 Church- 
row, Islington. 

Gibson, George, Canal-bank, Barton-upon-Irwell, Butcher, Manchester. 
Pet May 22. Salford, June 7 at 10. Sol Stiles, Manchester. 

Goulden, Thomas, 12 Leonard-ter, Green-lane, Union-st, Ardwick, and 
37 Pott st, Coal Dealer. Pet May 21. Manchester, June 18 at ‘9.30. 
Sol Boote, Manchester. 

Hanstock, William, Chesterfield, Licensed Victualler. Pet May 20. Ches- 
terfield, July 2 at 11. Sol Busby, Chesterfield. 

Harden, Theodore, Fen-ct, Fenchurch-street, London, Commission Mer- 

chant, Pet May 24. London, June 6 at 12.30. Sols Lawrance, Plews, & 
Boyer, 6 Old Jewry-chambers. 

Hasdell, Thomas Robert, 150 New-terrace, St. John-st-rd, Middlesex, 
Gunmaker. Pet May 24. London, June {1 at 11,30. Sol Layton, ¥ 
Churech-row, Islington. 

Hazard, Thomas, 16 Garlick-hill, Lower Thames-st, London, Printer. Pet 
May 23. London, June 9atll. Sol Abrahams, 17 Gresham-street, 
Lendon, 

Holdoway, Willian Targettt, Petersfield, Hants, and of Needham Marker, 
Suffolk, Fellmonger and Attorney's Clerk. Pet May 21. Veterstield, 
June lj at 2. Sol Mitchell & Britton, Petersfield. 

Hotson, William, Windsor-rd, King’s Lynu, Norfolk, Grozer. 
23. King’s Lynn, June 9 at 12. Sol Ward, King’s Lynn. 
Hutchins, William, 125 Curtaiu-rd, Middlesex, Commission Agent. 
May 23. London, June {7 at 10. Sol Beard, 10 Basinghull-st. 
Hutchinson, Joseph, Kielder, Northamberland, Kailway Labourer. Pet 

May 24. Belli pen, June 28 ut 10, Sol Tayls i, Hexham, 

Jones, uel, Walsall, Staffordshire, Currier and Leather Cutier. Pet 

May 23. Birmingham, June 13 ut 12. Sol Wilkinson, jun., Walsall, 
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Jordan, Philip, my iar Edenbridge. ey Baker. Pet May 20. Ton- 

bridge June 6 at Sol Morgan, Maidsto’ 
a John, 2 Commercial-pl, Plough- rd, Bi Rotherhithe, Surrey, Baker. 
Lae Bg London, June 9 at 11. Sol Hempson, 54 Connaught-ter, 


Se 

Lees. George. , 230 Regent st, Upholsterer. Pet May 24. London, June 10 
atlil. Sol Richards, 16 Warwick-st, Regent-st, 

Lees, James, George-st, Hyde, Cheshire, Cotton Manufacturer. Pet May 
16. Hyde, June 9at 2. Sol vain Manchester. 
‘arples, , Baslow, Derbyshire, Blacksmith. Pet May 23. Bakewell, 
June 10 at 11. Sol Binney, Sheffield. 

Mason, Thomas, Saint Leonard, Bridgnorth, Salop, Tailor. Pet May 20. 
Bridgnorth, June 30 qt 11. Sol Batte, Bridgnorth. 

‘Slay 16. William, Cockermouth, Cumberland, Tallow Chandler. Pet 

6. Newcastie-upon-Tyne, June 11 at 11. Sol Hayton, Cocker- 


Milward, Edmund, 2 oo ag “fields, Biggleswade, Bedfordshire, Journey- 
man Coach — Maker. Pet May 24. Biggleswade, June 7 at Il. 
Sol Sol Barker, Biggleswade 


Monks, a, bp bwton Leeds, "tie seen Pet May 13. Leeds, June 


26 at 12. of See. 
Morgan, J +5 Foamy “Smithdown- rd, Liverpool, (Builder. _ Pet 
— om verpool, June 6 at 11. Sol Serjeantson, Walmer-bidgs, 
‘ater-' 


Morrison, William, ‘Agar-st, Strand, Middlesex, Lodging-house Keeper. 
Pet May 23. Londoa, June 6 at li. Sols Gibbs & Tucker, 3 Lothbury. 

Neal, John Thomas, Boston, Dissenting Minister. Pet May 23. Boston, 
June 7 at 11. Sols Brown & Son, Lincoln, 

Oakes, Thomas Cooksey, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Common Brewer. Pet 

May 22. - aaheaeaieadndin uae June 13 at ll. Sol Scaife, Newcastle- 


upon-' 

Palmer, Boston, Upholsterer. Pet May 24. Boston, June 7 at 11. 
Sol Bailes, Boston. 

Parker, , K Leicester. Shoe Manufacturer. Pet May 22. 
N Jane 10 at 11. Sol Munday, 6 Essex-st, Strand. 

ohn, Barnoldswick, Craven, Yorkshire, Joiner, Pet May 20. 
Haslingden, June 10 at 2. Sol Swan, Manchester. 

Powell, John Jeffery, Petersfield, Hants,Surveyor. Pet May 15. Peters- 
field, June 16 at 12, Sol Minty, Petersfield. 

Pockley, Fey 16 php gee Strangeways, Manchester, Fish Sales- 
man. Pet Mi Salford, June 7 at 10. Sol Dawson, Manchester. 
Pratt, William, L Soscausteal Norwich, Watch and Clock Maker. Pet 

May 24. Norwich, June 9 at ll. Sol Sadd, jun, Norwich. 
Edward Sibbick, Newport, Isle of Wight, Brewer. May 16. 
Ne » June 7 at 11. 

Read, 15 Weymouth-ter, Hackney-rd, Middlesex, Bonnet Manufac- 
turer. Pet May 23 (in forma pauperis). London, June 17 at 10. Sol 
Aldridge & peg 46 Moorgate-st. 

Richardson, James, Ba’ wg tt Yorkshire, Wool Sorter. Pet May 23. Dews- 
bury, June 20 at 11. \ 

7 Liverpool-rd, Burslem, Staffordshire, Miller. Pet May 
23. Hanley, June 7 at ll. Sol Sutton, Burslem. 
» Welshpool, Mon ontgomeryshire , Innkeeper. Pet May +" 
iverpool, June 7 at 12.’ Sols Clarke, Shrewsbury, and Conway, 3 
York: bldgs, Sweeting-st, Liverpool. 

Scott, Thomas, 24 Palace New-rd, Lambeth, Surrey, Timber Merchant. 

Pet May 24. London, June 11 at 11.30. Sol Holt, Quality-court, Chan- 


Shore, Charles, Bunyan-st, Rochdale, Woolsorter. Pet May 21, Roch- 
dale, June 9 at 11. oe een Done 
. » Goldenhill, Staffordshire, Hay and Straw Dealer. Pet 
May 23. ogy Bais Sol Tunstall, 


Gaaoen, James, 46 Cheetham-st, Rochdale, Smallware = Pet May 
23. wanes + ll at 11. Sol Whitehead, Rochdal 
Simpson, W: rmingham, Warwickshire, Brass Caster. Pet May 
23. fA wer al June 6 at 12. Sols Powell ‘k Son, Birmingham 
Smith, George, East Cowton, Yorkshire, Shoemaker. Pet May 13. 
Northallerton, May 29 at 11. Sol Robinson, Richmond. 
, Henry, 24 Edward-st, Ardwick, Manchester, Wine = Spirit 
erchant. Pet May 23. Manchester, June 18 at 9.30. Sol Boote, 
Manchester. 
Smith, Jeremiah, Rye, Sussex, Farmer. Pet May 21. London, June 6 at 
12.30, ng Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer, Old Jewry-chambers, and 


Dawes, 
Sxith, sith, dose i | Bish opgate bling, Halfmoon-st, Bish: te, London, 
London, June 10 at 12. Sol aeall, 5 New 
ote. Tiineals'sinn. 

Stallard, Edward, Sheet, Hants, General Dealer. Pet May 8. Petersfield, 
June 16 at 10. Sol a ve. Guildford. 

Stebbing, George Hutley, fatperve, Essex, Farmer, Pet Moz 20. London, 
dune i7 at 10. Sols Harrison & Lewis,6 Old Jewry, and Smythies, 
Goody, & Co., Colchester. 

Stovell, William, James-cottage, James-st, Kennington, Cab Owner. Pet 
os 20. London, June 6 at 11, Sol Marshall, 12 Hatton-garden, 


Talbot James, jun , Sparkford, Somersetshire, Cepenen, Pet May 24. 
be mig oe dune 10a 1. bel Kile, Saeres otographic Case Manufac 
jor, Thomas ‘ase - 

got Pet 20. Teowinsie, June $ a. be Panel ge ch 

Thacker, James Henry, Newark-upon-Trent, olingnonaae 

Dresser. Pet May 16. Wotingham June 10 at 11. Sol Ashwell, Not. 


Benjamin, Great Bridge, Tipton, Staffordshire, Cooper. Pet May 
oo ‘32. ‘Dudley June 7 at 10, Sol Stokes, Dudley, 
Truyan, Henri 5 Lawrence Pountney-lane, London, Importer of pate 
tt May 22. London, June 11 at 11, Sol Chandler, 
Clomont'e-lane. 
— Ysa 39 Southampton-terrace, Waterloo-rd, Surrey, Manager 
7, ro my A Mag London, June 6 at 11.30. Sols Harrrison 


ee Jewry, Cit; 
wa 3 J Mars. hill, oo Norwood, Surrey, Boot and Shoe 
. London, June 10 at 11. Sol ooper, 43 Lincoln’s- 


wn Patrick, 5, Little Trinity-lane, London, Commission Agent. Pet 
ty Fare, tle Tilt London, June § at 12. Sol Aldridge, 


Woods vertan, Lincoln, B Pet May 23. Boston, 
Tyntail. wleie Bae ee Py 





DORSETSHIRE. 
To Trustees and others seeking a secure and Landed Invest- 
ment.—An im: and highly desirable Ireckaa’ situate in 


a Eolas 
the parish of Halstock, caning an area of 1,114a. Or. l4p. of pro- 
ductive arable, pasture, and wood land, divided into ares with 
dences and buildings to each, a Sporting poe agp New Ina, 
situate in the village, Brick on Tile Yard in work, A; 
Fields, Allotment Grounds and Cottages, be 2 Be — Padma 
reputed Manor of Halstock and the encroachm 
whole producing a rental (exclusive of the wood land) of ‘2088 Its. 
per annum. 


ESSRS. BEADEL and SONS are instructed 
SELL bf AUCTION, at the MART, Bartholomew-lane, 
in JUNE next, the above very desirable ESTATE, situate in the parish 
Halsteck, in the county of Dorset (part - — the boundary 
tae Sogn ank Somnenees ), six miles from oe net ee ae 
and 24 from the Sutton Bingham Station on the Exeter branch 
South-Western Railway. The main portion of the Ropers oo 
into four convenient farming Prono og which are by highly re- 
spectable tenants. They consist of the Locke Farm, containing a suitable 
ray gee yy! oa al ae and 365a. 3r. 36p. of land, of 
ja. Or. 15p. is in arable, ja. 3x. Zip, in 
homestead, and admirably adapted for Rervele protease ir to eee 
Walter Paul, at £350 per annum, upon lease for seven or fourteen 
determinable at Lady-day, 1869, by either landlord or tenant 
months’ notice. The shooting upon the farm is let at £15 annum, 
addition to the ne above mentioned. Sidney and rv 
brace a convenien : ee recently Mn into thorough 
and suitable agricultural bi and farm-houses, divided 
ments for labourers, together with 415a. Or. 1 4p. of Jand, let to 
ret ee ao dee. at the very moderate rent 
amen, See r 4 term of seven, at dogo 
trom Lady 1860. 8 Neville Farm 


buil and 1992. Or. Up. of arable and pasture land also in the 
holding, @ convenient gen ae known as Russell- 
house, two enclosures of pasture land, and large garden, containing to- 
gether 5a. Ir. Ip., situate in the village of Halstock, let to Mr. 
Templeman, at per annum for a term of three or seven years, from 
llth October, 1861; Maber’s Farm, comprising 23a. Or. 38p. of 
cuneries peovaze lene dieseie acer te New Inn pnblic-house, in the 
lage of Halstock, and held in connexion therewith Mr. William 

a yearly tenant at £49 10s. ; a Brick and Tile Yard in work, and a 
divided into aw oe taining, together re acres, : to 
George Russell, at a rent of £25 per annum, a ity of Is. 
thousand upon all goods manufactured; Two prord ate. A Pasture 
Fields, containing 3a. 3r. 2p., let at £7 13s. per annum ; Two Allotment 
ete, Se including 18a, 3r. 26p., producing £1 7s. per pny 
= plantations contain 80a. Ir. ba Tasca are principally 

Cock cot tera Ue tot toca tly dispersed over the property 
br the protection of game. Two cottages, seve several cottage encroach. 
ments and manor rents, producing £14 7s. 3d. per annum. 
Particulars, with plans and conditions of sale, may be obtained 

FARRER, OUVRY, & FARRER, Solicitors, 66 Lincoln’ inn-elds, Weta 
at the Three Choughs Hotel, Yeovil ; atthe Mart; ; and of Messrs. EL 
& SONS, 25, Gresham-street, London, E.C. 


SALOP AND RADNORSHIRE. 
Highly desirable Freehold Estates.—Eligible Investments. 


YO be SOLD by AUCTION, by Order of the Trus- 

tees, by Mr. HENRY MARTIN JONES, at the FARMERS’ CLUB 

HOUSE, E RNIGHTON, RADNORSHIRE, on THURSDAY, the 17th day 
of JULY, 1862, between the hours of FOUR Ait SIX p.m. 

Lot 1. All tg very eligible Katate knewn as the“ Graig,” ° Upper ond 
Lower Freberts,” &c., in the parish of Lianvairwaterdine, in the county of 
Salop, and containing "697a. 3r. 6p. of truly valuable oe, meadow, pas- 
ture, and woodlands, with an excellent farm house and buildings, all 
ly distributed over the estate, 


Al 


ia 


: ied 


Q 5 
sal Fu Sega 
rally shity 


: 


BFS: 








newly erected or ired, and 

which is in excellent cultivation, and eminently valuable for the b 
and rearing of stock, particularly sheep, there being a very extensive 
right of sheep walk on the hill (which bounds one side of the > 
one of the soundest and best of the Clan Forest walks. The estate offers 
a variety of beautiful building sites, is within a ring fence, and peculiar: 
adapted for gentlemen desirous to found a charming domain. It sbourds 
with game, and so good is the south pant ogpen yr Rave Joes. 
of the woods and lands, that it may be effectually peeves 08 Gomer 
increased at a small cost. It is a widely-noted resort of 

The river Teme, which bounds a portion of the estate, oe let 

and grayling, and will afford amp copra the lover ofthe od and ie. 
The two capital packs of Fox Hounds en Ludlow and United) meet 
during the season within a short distance of the estate. ee eee 
aaah onl abatel the Beenie Cele © Pe Wales 


be opened, thus affording of 
travelling to any part of the kingdom. It is within two hours of the county 
towns of Sal Knigh 
teign, sixteen from Newtown, and twenty from Ludiow. The tenant, Mr. 
Beavan, will shew the estate. 

Lot 2. All that compact, desirable, and well-cultivated farm and lands 
called ** Tynyrynd,” re, and by "admeasurement, 123 acres, more or 
legs, of arable, meadow, and ther with excellent house 
and ali outbuildings. 





and buildings. 

“ The New ym ” all in the = 
These two lots are adjoining parish 

fence, they are in a good state af pr pit eeree Sectlead 

a canes ng sheep and rearing of 


vier — gat apply to WILLIAM OVERTON, nd 
aud J. BEAVAN, ; : 
Beh a a 


rodcing good crops pry at 
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COUN TY OF CUMBERLAND. 


Sale of first-rate Family Residential Mansion and valuable Freehold Es- 
tates, in the Parishes of Scaleby and Bewcastle, Cumberland, containing 
together about 407 Acres. 


O be SOLD by AUCTION, at the BUSH HOTEL, 
CARLISLE, by Mr. HARDY, Auctioneer, on TUESDAY, the 
8th day of JULY, 1862, at TWO o'clock in the Afternoon, the following 
highly valuable FREEHOLD ESTATES, the property of the late Henry 
Farrer, Esq., deceased, namely :— ; 
I.—THE SCALEBY HALL ESTATE. 
Sitnate at Scaleby inthe parish of Scaleby, in the County of Cumberland, 
consisting of and comprising a handsome and substantially-built Family 
Residential Mansion, with gardens, pleasure grounds, and shrubberies 
attached, very extensive Farm Buildings, and several closes or inclosures 
of land, containing in the whole, by a recent survey, 92a. 3r. 30p., little 
more or less. 

The Mansion Hose is a handsome and roomy Family Mansion, suited 
in every respect for the residence of a gentleman with a large family. It 
is situated in a beautifully timbered park of 26 acres in extent, and was 
built by the late Mr. Farrer for his own residence, regardless of expense, 
and with every convenience required by a family. 

It contains on the ground-floor an entrance hall, dining-room, and 
drawing-room, each 23 feet by 17; library, 23 feet by 16 ; kitchens, ser- 
vants’-hall, butler’s-pantry, and housekeeper’s-room. On the first-floor 
seven most excellent bedrooms and three dressing-rooms. And on the 
second-floor three large bedrooms, which might readily be subdivided. 
There is extensive cellarage underneath, including a laundry and larder. 
A carriage drive leads up to the house, with a porter’s lodge at the en- 
trance. The garden and orchard are well stocked with fruit trees. To 
the rear of the house is an extensive and substantial range of stabling and 
farm buildings, built round an inclosed yard, and comprising a five stalled 
stable, with hay-loft above. Harness-room, and coachman’s-room. Two 
large coachhouses, with granary above. Three large barns. Byres for 
ten cows. Boiler-house, washhouse, potatoe-house, loose box, piggeries, 
and poultry-yards, 

The Old Hall, forming an excellent farm house, is situate near the farm 
buildings, and to the rear of the Mansion House. 

The whole of the buildings, including the Mansion House, are substan- 
tially built of fine red freestone, won from a quarry in the neighbourhood 
belonging to this estate, jointly with other properties, are in a complete 
state of repair. 

There are about 88 Acres of land (besides the site of the house and farm 
buildings and ground), all of first-rate quality,and all lying greenside 
up. 70 acres lie immediately contiguous to the house, 26 of which are 
laid together into one park, lying in front of the house. The estate has 
also several shares of peat moss in a mossin the neighbourhood, called 
Hunley Moss, whence turfs or peat can be obtained for fuel. 

Scaleby Hall is distant six and-a-half miles from Carlisle, and about six 
miles from the market towns of Longtown and Brampton. It is about five 
minutes’ walk from the interesting old parish church, which has been re- 
cently restored with the greatest taste. The Rectory House is near the 
church, and there is a resident clergyman. 

The fine old inhabited fuedal Castle of Scaleby is within a mile of 
Scaleby Hall, and the Castle Estates adjoins the Scaleby Hall Estate along 
a considerable portion of its boundary. On the other sides the estate is 
bounded by the property of Sir Wastel Brisco, Bart. 

There is a most extensive and beautiful view from the Mansion. 
Standing in front of the house the eye wanders over a wide expanse of 
rich and well wooded country till the view is closed in by the Cumberland 
Lake Mountains and the Crossfell range. 

The country in the immediate neighbourhood is well wooded, and there 
are some fine old timber and thriving plantations on the estate. Good 
shooting and fishing can be had in the neighbourhood. 

The Harker and Westlington Stations, on the new North British Border 
Union Railway from Hawick to Carlisle, and where coal and lime are 
obtainable, are each distant about four miles. 

A line of railway is also projected between Longtown and Brampton, 
connecting the Newcastle and Carlisle, Border Union, Caledonian, and 
Glasgow and South-Western Railways, which will pass about haif-a-mile 
from the house, and will have a station for Scaleby. 

The Land (exclusive of the Mansion House, pleasure grounds, and 
buildings) has for the last eight years been let for only, at rents 
averaging about £250 per annum. The amount for letting for the pre- 
sent year is £248 10s, 

The Tithes, which are all apportioned upon one field, are covered by a 
payment of £1 13s, 4d., so that the estate may be said to be Tithe-free. 

The Poor-rates are very light. 

Altogether the Mansion and Estate form a most desirable residence for 
any gentleman wishing to reside in the country, especially if he should 
de fond of Agricultural pursuits, and be desirous of farming to a limited 
extent on his own account. 

Il,—THE PARK ESTATE, 
Situate in the parish of Bewcastle, in the county of Cumberland, con- 
taining 314a. 2r. 20p., or thereabouts, with a farm house, farm buildings, 
and two cottages. 

The Land is of superior quality, especially for grazing, for which pur- 
pose alone it has been ocenpied for many years past, all is lying greenside 
up, and is well limed and drained. It has for the last five years been let 
in separate fields for grazing, at rents averaging £348 per annum. The 
amount of the letting for the present year is £333. 

The Estate is well wooded, watered, and sheltered, with govd roads 
throughout, and is situate in a fine sporting pe abounding in game! 
The woods and plantations measure upwards of 20 

The White Line River and Botherick Burn, both fea trout streams, run 
through the property. 

r ~ is abundance of Limestone on the property, and an excellent 
mekiln. 

There are Collieries in the neighbourhood at a distance of about two 
miles, whence coal can be obtained at a cheap rate. 

The Estate joins the Bewcastle baer” the property of Sir Frederick 
Graham, Bart., which is strictly preserved. 

The House is distant about a mile from the parish church of Bewcastle, 
where there is a resident clergyman, about eighteen miles from Carlisle, 
¢welve miles from Scaleby Hal! and from the market towns of Longtown 





and Brampton, and seven miles from the Kershope Foot Station of the 
North British Border Union Railway. 

The Tithes are commuted for the sum of £2 8s. per annum. The Land- 
tax amounts only to the sum of 12s. 6d., and the Poor Rates are very light. 

To any one seeking a good landed investment, producing a certain in- 
come, this property offers a most eligible opportunity. 

Printed Particulars, and Conditions of Sale, with Plans  ® will 
shortly be ready, and may be had on application to JOHN NANSON, Esq., 
Solicitor, 9, Castle-street, Carlisle ; Messrs. JAMES & CURTIS. Solicitors, 
23, Ely-place, Holborn, London ; or at the Office of the “ Estates Gazette,” 
200, Fleet Street, London. 

The Estates may be seen, and any further particulars obtained, on 
application to Captain FARRER, Scaleby Hall, Carlisle; or to JOHN 
NANSON, Esq., Solicitor, 9, Castle-street, Carlisle, 

Carlisle, 8th May, 1862, 





NORTH RIDING OF YORKSHIRE.—Valuable Freehold Estate of 750 
Acres. 


'y‘O BE SOLD BY PUBLIC AUCTION, at the 

BLACK LION HOTEL, in STOCKTON-UPON-TEES, in the 
County of Durham, on THURSDAY, the 19th day of JUNE, 1862, at 
TWELVE o'clock at noon, unless previously disposed of bd rivate con- 
tract (Mr. THOMAS WILLIAM HORNSBY, Auctioneer), in the following 
or such other lots as may be determined upon at the time of sale, and 
subject to such conditions as will be then and there produced :— 

IN FACEBY AND CARLTON. 

Lot |. All that valuable and desirable FREEHOLD ESTATE, com- 
prising the Manor or Lordship of Faceby, in Cleveland, in the North 
Riding of the County of York ; the impropriate Rectory and Advowson, 
or right of patronage of the church of St. Mary Magdalen, in Faceby 
aforesaid ; and 686a. 2r. 3p. of land, be the same more or less, situate 
in the several townships of Faceby aforesaid, and Carlton, in Cleve- 
land, in the said North Riding. This lot contains about 181 acres of the 
celebrated Cleveland Ironstone Beds, and the Woods and Plantations ex- 
tend to 108 acres. The estate also contains a bed of Freestone, and Jet 
is being extensively worked. 

IN FACEBY. 

Lot 2. Five Closes of Arable and Grass Land, containing 2la. 2r. lp. 
— the high road from Stokesley to Thirsk. 

Lot 3. A Dweliing House, known as the “‘ Manor House,” with two closes 
of rich old Grass Land, and the Garden and other premises, the whole 
containing 4a. 3r. 26p. 

Lot 4. Two Closes of Grass Land, containing 3r. and 12p, 

Lot 5. Two Cottages and four parcels of rich old Grass Land, contain- 
ing fa, and 2r., be the same more or less. 

Lot 6. A Dwelling House with the Blacksmith's Shop, Stable, and 
Garden, and a close of Grass Land, the whole containing 2r. and 25p. 

Lot 7. A Dwelling House, with a Blacksmith’s Shop, Gardens, and Out- 
buildings ; and a Cottage and Garden adjoining ; together with the closes 
of Grass Land behind, the whole containing 5a. and 3r. 

Lot 8. A Public House, known by the sign of the,‘ Sutton Arms,” and 
two Cottages, together with the Garths, Gardens, andother premises, con- 


taining 3a, 2r. 2p. 
IN CARLTON. 


Lot 9. Two Closes of rich old Grass Land, situate in the township of 
Carlton aforesaid, bounded by the highway leading to Stokesley, and con- 
taining together 4a. and 2r., be the same more or less, 

Lot 10. Two Closes of rich and productive Land, containing together 
7a. lr. 37p. These Closes are bounded on the North by the lane leading 
from Thirsk to Stokesley. 

Lot 11. A Dwelling House, situate in the beautiful village of Carlton, 
with the Joiner’s Shop and other Outbuildings, and the land to the same 
belonging, containing la. and 8p. 

Lot 12, A Public Hcuse, known by the sign of the “‘ Fox and Hounds,” 
with the Cottage, Stables, and Outbuildings, a large and productive 
Orchard and Garden, and all those Closes of old Grass Land, the whole 
containing 6a. Ir. 3p. 

Lot 13. Anuual payments and Commutation Rent-charges in lieu of 
= amounting to £23 5s. 1d. per annum, and issuing out of lands in 

aceby. 

The above exceedingly valuable and desirable estate is about 10 miles 
distant from the towns of Stockton-upon-Tees and Middlesborough, and 
about three miles from Stokesley. The Potto and Sexhow Stations of 
the North Yorkshire and Cleveland Railway are about a mile distant. 
The estate abounds in game, and several packs of foxhounds are within 
easy distance. It is freehold and tithe free, and the Jand-tax is re- 
deemed. The view from Faceby Bauk is most extensive and beautiful, 
embracing the rich Vale of Cleveland, with a considerable portion of the 
North Riding and of the county of Durham, backed on the west by the 
mountains of Cumberland and Westmoreland, and on the north-east by 
the estuary of the river Tees and the German Ocean. Lots 3 to 8.in- 
clusive are situated in and near the village of Faceby, at the foot of the 
richly-wooded hill, called “ Whorl Hill.” Lots 2, 9, and 10 are most 
advantageously situated. Lots 11 and 12 are in the vil of Carlton, 
known as one of the most romantic and beautiful in Y 5 

MR ROBERT ARNOTT, Innkeeper, Carlton, will showthe various lots ; 
and printed particulars with lithographed plans may be obtained of the 
Auctioneer, No. 131, High-street, Stockton ; of GEORGE CAPES, Esq., 
No. 1, Field-court, Gray’ 's-inn, London; of Mr. MATTHEW BOWSER, Land. 
‘Agent, Stockton; or at the offices of Messrs. DODDS & Hino tah Solici- 
tors, Stockton, from whom further particulars may be obtained 

Stockton, May, 1862. 


PRELIM! NARY ‘NOTICE, 


ILL be OFFERED for SALE by AUCTION, 
in the month of JULY (at YORK), BROADOAKS FARM, situate 
in the Township of Wigginton, and Sutton-on-the-Forest, about five miles 
from the City of York. It are two good Farm Houses and buildings, 
Four Cottages and gardens, and about 360 acres of Arable and Pasture 
Land, in a high state of cultivation. 
art ulars will appear in Advertisements in the local 
hand bi SE bon be obtained on application to the owner, 
LOFTHOUSE, Borobridge; or at the offices of CHAS. E 
Petergate, York, and Borobridge. 


1 and 
JOHN 
"E. PALEY, 73, 








